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‘ - VALDINA CONSULTING ENG_LN_EEB_S_

‘4 PLEASANT VIEW AVENUE
o NEWBURGH N.Y. 12550
914-565-4447'

'BREWSTER HOUSE
—1762—

.. BOND ESTIMATE - REVISED SITE PLAN
Prepared January 14, 1992

Fill - Parkiné Area "L 150 cyY . ‘,g;e.ao | ‘$1, 5@6.@0
Ipauement'énpéfking‘Arég‘ 240 8Y ‘fI . 10.00 -‘2 400.00

" Pavement Sirioing l" 615 LF  e.e0  270:00
f'Traff:.c Dlrection Arrows L V'IG Ea. . ‘ "10;00,' | GOL.QQ
‘Handicap Parking Delineationf | 3“EA,a D 100.00 - 3_0“0.09
Dumpster Area / Enclosure 1 Ea o 75@.00 1 "_'ISQ».‘OEQj 5 -
Relocate CHG&E Area Lamp | 1‘Ea i  %00.00 ‘éoe}oolv
Caterlng nghting : , ) | 1 Ear : , | 9@@.@9 19_@@.00 )

et

Relocation of Storage Sheds ‘L8 1,000.00 1,000.00

Total ' ' $8,080.00

Town of New Windsor inspection fee of 4% of the total bond amount
is to be pa:.d at tlme of Ee-q-ues%—-ﬁerr-bui-l-di-a-g—p-eﬂﬁ PLAM\IIN& BMYCD
HPP/ZOV/)L '

‘Inspection Fee - $8,080.00 Xfé.04‘=‘ s 323.20




D Maln Omce . :
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route SW) .
New Windsor, New York 12553 -
(914) 562-8640

'O Branch Office

'MCGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL - " 4oBradSweet

Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 -

"CONSULTING ENGINEERSPC , e (717)206-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P. E
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
- MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

. 5 February 1992

MEMORANDUH FOR RECORD

'»sﬁadscmg BREWSTER HOUSE SITE PLAN '(NEW WINDSOR PB #91-27)

- FIELD. REVIEW 5 FEBRUARY 1992 FOR COMPLETION STATUS .

On the subject date a field v151t was made by the undersigned and
Building Inspector Michael Babcock to determine the completion status

of the work indicated on the Site Plan, which was, approved by ‘the

l‘HPlanning Board on 8 January 1992.

'Based on our field review, it is apparent ‘that none of the site plan
improvements delineated on the Applicant's bond estimate have been

completed. The only item which has had construction started is the.

- .dumpster enclosure, ‘which currently is no more than*a stockade fence
' box, with no gate or concrete pad.r~ : : el . :

,MJEss o

‘cci‘ James Petro, Planning Board Chairman S

In line with the above observations, it is my recommendation that, if
the Applicant is seeking a Certificate of Occupancy; you require.
posting of the full bond amount submitted by the Applicant, which is
in the amount of $8,080.00. At such time that the Applicant completes
the site improvements associated with the project, please contact me
such that we can perform a re-inspection toward the release of the
bond. : o I ,

Respectfully submitted

Kvwng @ﬁéﬁn@fam

‘Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

Planning Board Engineer

a: brewster ss

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and 'Pennsylquiq ~
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ANDREW S. KRIEGER
ATTORNEY AT LAW
219 QUASSAICK AVENUE
SQUIRE SHOPPING CENTER, SUITE 3
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 125%3

914) 562-:2333

November 25, 1991

Mark Edsall, P.E. ,
McGoey, Hauser & Edsall, L.E.
45 Quassaick Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

Re: Town of New Windsor w/Sotland
Brewster House

- Dear Mark:

Mr. Sotland's attorney has forwarded to me a counter-
proposal for a developer's agreement in the above referenced
matter. A copy of that counter-proposal or "draft" is en-
closed for your reference. Under cover of my letter to their
attorneys dated November 19, 1991 ( a copy of which was sent
to you) a draft of my original proposal was enclosed. Please
be kind enough to compare the two proposals.

First, your attention is drawn to the fourth "whereas"
paragraph. I believe that the paragraph as specified in my

" draft agreement represents what the planning Board wishes to

have in this matter. Specifically, in view of this particular

applicant% past practices. Since you were-also present at

the planning board meeting wherein an agreement was called for,

please let me know whether you would agree or disagree.

Under cover-of a copy of this letter, I am sending a copy
of the "draft" and my original proposal to the planning board
members. I ask them to review same and contact'me with their
thoughts. ”

Please compare paragraph No. 1 of my proposal with
paragraph No. 1 of his "draft". He seeks to reduce the number
of parking spaces specified in the original proposal. Please
review this and let me know which calculations are correct.

. Please also note in reviewing that paragraph, that I proposed
a blanket restriction that the parking spaces be constructed
according with the laws of the Town of New Windsor. He has
instead proposed certain specific requirements. Please review
these requirements and advise whether or not they accurately
contain all of the applicable restrictions. Please also note,
that he has deleted the requirement in the proposal that these
parking spaces be painted on the parking surface/ It is my '



Mark Esdall, L.S. -2~ NOvember 25, 1991

recollection that the planning board specifically required
that the parking spaces be painted.

Please compare paragraphs No. 3 and 5 of my proposal
with the same paragraphs of his draft. Under the customary
circumstances, the planning board wants to have in hand your
specific recommendations before making any decision. 1In this
case the planning board desires to expedite the decision
process and this would require a subsequent (not prepatory)
inspection by you. The draft provisions of paragraphs 3 and
5 were designed to give you protection personally so that you
did not bear the requirement of mak:ng these decisions. As you
can see, their draft adds the words "expeditously" and
"reasonable". Since these words may substantially increase
your personal exposure, I ask you to review them, seek such
advice as you wish and advise both me and the planning board
members whether you are willing to agree to the changes as
the applicant would propose them.

In conducting the aforementioned review, please note
that he has deleted totally paragraph 4 of my proposal which
was part of the review process envisioned by the undersigned
to protect you. Please advise further whether you are willing
to take on the burdens imposed by this agreement without
paragraph 4.

In conducting these reviews, please compare paragraph No.
9 of the proposal with paragraph No. 8 of his draft. As you
can see he wishes to place limits upon the fees paid by him.
Please review these fees with Mike and Myra and advise whether
the restrictions he wishes to place are in accordance with
the Town Code as it now exists and are reasonable. I ask you
do do this because it is my understanding that you Mike and
Myra have been fulfilling the function of reviewing fees and
escrow amounts for clients. Please also note when considering
your liability under this. agreement that the applicant apparently
wishes to limit the fees paid by him.

. I ask the members of the plannlng board to note that this
applicant has declined to agree in any part to the provisions
of paragraph 11 of my proposal. As you can see by examining
paragraph 11 it is designed to accomplish two ends. First,

if the applicant wishes to contest the existance of any rule,
regulation or provision, it would require that he do so now.
This applicant apparently wants to reserve his objections so
that he may mount such a contest at a lLater date, - '



- Mark Edsall, L.E. - =3- . November 24, 1991

Seoohd, paragrpah ll is des1gned to protect the Town

.‘:against complaints by thlrd parties. When an application is

‘xgranted without holding a' public hearing . before such- approval,
. neither the plannlng board nor the Town have any way. of
‘knowing or guessing whether there is a third . party: (e.g. a

business: competltor) who will object. ‘The only way that the
board or Town can find out about such objection, is when it

. '§1s served with a ‘lawsuit. Defendlng that lawsuit would then
‘,rbecome necessary and would be done at the expense of the tax-

payers of the Town.. The benefit of a successful defense of

" that- lawsult would go not to those taxpayers, however, . but

: to the appllcant This paragraph is designed to have the

. person who truly benefltted from a “fast track" -approval pay

for that approval. Apparently this applicant wishes to

;recelve the beneflt but not to bear the cost of that beneflt

I ask the members of the board to rev1ew thlS prov1810n

,}fland advise me whether or not they wish to have it included in
f»thls agreement or, as the appllcant w1shes, exclude it. ‘

——

If elther you or any of the members of the plannlng board

‘,have any questions regarding this matter or the items contained _

in this letter, PLEASE call me to dlscuss your questlons or

“jconcerns.,,a

Thank'yourf

Sincerely,
~ ANDREW. S. KRIEGER
ASK:mmt H
Encls.

cc: Town'of ‘New Wlndsor Plannlng Board

- David Rlder, Esq. o
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AGREEMENT ' o
THIS AGREEMENT, made this ~day of-

, 1991 by and
between MICHAEL SOTLAND and STEVEN SOTLAND d/b/a/ BREWSTER HOUSE,
Temple Hill Road, New Windsor, New York 12553 (hereinafter known

as SOTLAND) and the Town of New Windsor, a Municipal Corporation(

‘of the State Of New York by its Planning Board (herelnaftef‘known

as BOARD),

WITNESSETH

VWHEREAs; SOTLAND has completed the site of Brewster House in

- a manner different from and at'varianée with the site plan as.

approved by’BOARD on November 27, 1985 and‘ ’

WHEREAS? BOARD finds pnat'the‘sité deviates from the
abproved‘site plan in that it does not have the required and
épedified nUmber of parking spaces for the restauraﬁt use; in
that there are two (2) storage structures which are located on
the site and which appear to reduce the'numbef of parking spaces
useable by oatrons‘of the-restaurant and.were not on the
originally approved site plan of November 27, 1985 and in that
the lighting of the site as it wae apprerd on the original site
plan of Novembei 27, 1985‘was hot instailed, and

WHEﬁEAS, SbTLAND wishes to amend the previously approved
siﬁe blan to complete renovacion of separate structure on the
south border of said site denominated as catering and to make
certain other amendments to the site plan to provide for éarking
and signage for use of that "cetering" building‘and

WHEREAS, SOTLAND recognizes ‘"that no building permit or

certificate of occupancy for the use of the aforementioned
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structure.can or'will be issued by the Town of New Windsor until

the*entire site/substantially'conforms with the site plan
as approved on November 27, 1985, and

WHEREAS the BOARD finds that it is ‘in the best interests of

‘it, and the Town of New Windsor, that a building permit be issued
‘vsubject to SOTLAND completing the site plan elements as set‘forth
idbelow and that a Certificate of Occupancy be issued when the
4site complies w1th the aforesaid requirements and with the

f”amended site plan as submitted to the Board on November 13, -1991.

Now THEREFORE in.consideration ofrthe promises andrmutual

covenants‘hereinafter contained'the'parties hereto_for

'jthemselves, their heirs, successors and assigns do mutually agree

as follows=

',;l. SOTLAND will provide for not less than thirty . three (33)

5parking,spaces for the‘use of‘the restaurant patrons.‘;These

parking'spaces shall not include the four (4) spacesflocated‘at
or close to‘the southerlgwboundary of the site nearvthe.catering
building. These thirty'three (33) spaces will be delineated by
painted stripes on the blacktop of the parking area. The
spaces will meet all the requirements of the laws of the State of
New York and the Town of New Windsor including but not limited to
the dimensions of each,space_the the aisle width between and
among'the spacesl | | A‘ |

| 2. The two‘(Z)'storage sheds presentlyrlocated on the site
may remain 1if it is possible for SOTLAND to fullfil thef
requirements‘of paragraph 1 above.r The sheds may not occupy in‘
whole or in any part any of the’ parking spaces specified in‘

paragraph 1. If it is not possible to fullfil .the requirements‘




'of paragraph 1 above without utilizing the space on which the

sheds are presently located then and in‘that event, SOTLAND
shall remove said sheds fromutheir present location. ‘Upon

removaIVSOTLAND-may relocate the shedS'elsewhere ‘on the site if

'he can: do so in accordance with the requirements of the Code and
Laws of the Town of New Windsor "If the sheds cannot be

Vrelocated within the requirements of the aforementioned Code and

Laws, such sheds shall be removed ‘from the site entirely

‘ ‘3; Lighting of the area is now done by area lights provided-
by Central Hudson. The location of these ‘area lights is"
at variance with the 1ighting of the area as specified in the
site plan approved on November 27, 1985 IThe BQARD SVEngineer

will inspect the lighting as it now exists. If in his sole

.discretion the lighting is adequate in amount or is in accordance

with the site plan as previously approved, then and in that

event, SOTLAND will not have to change or augment the lighting of

' the area. If the existing lighting is not adegUate in amount or

in accordance with~the site plan‘as‘previously approved, in the
sole'discretion of the BOARD'S Engineer, then and in that event,
no building,permitvor Certiricate of Occupancy shall issue for
work on, use or occupancy'of‘the "catering" building until the
lighting is adequate in ~amount or in accordance with the
previously approved site plan in the sole opinion of the BOARD’ S

Engineer.

4. If the‘BOARD'S Engineer declines for any reason or for

no stated reason, in his sole discretion, to issue an opinion in -

accordance with paragraphls‘above;'then SOTLAND’may:applyfto the
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BOARD at a regularly scheduled‘meeting of said BOARD and in

haccordance with the Rules and Procedures of the BOARD for its

vopinion which-shall supercede any'opinion of‘the BOARD'S

Engineer.

5.  If a building permit and Certificate of - Occupancy isp

'issued and if within one year thereafter the BOARD'S Engineer
desires ‘the BOARD to render an opinion or review any of the

‘items contained herein, the BOARD s Engineer shall cause this

matter to be placed on the BOARD S. agenda and to have notice of

‘such placement given to SOTLAND by regular first class mail

property addressed to SOTLAND at the address stated herein

'postage-pre—paid. Such-notice shall specify the time and

. place for SdTLAND-to be present at‘the‘BOARD’S meeting.

6. Upon such review ‘as specified in Paragraph 5 being
scheduled SOTLAND or his legally authorized representative shall
attend such meeting. ‘ Any representative of SOTLAND attendingu

such meeting‘in the absence of SOTLAND shall have the power to

bind SOTLAND to agree to perform any acts required of SOTLAND by

theiBQARD without the necessity of that representative having any
conference:with SOTLAND . before making any such agreement.

| 7. If such a meeting occurs and if the BOARD‘makes any
requests or requires any acts of SOTLAND in»order to cause the

site to conform with‘the site plan as approved on November 27,

- 1985, or as may be amended, then SOTLAND shall promptly fullfil

any such requirement or perform any such act
8. If SOTLAND fails to fullfil or perform any such act as
set forth in Paragraph .7 above,‘ he ‘shall be considered to ,be

occupying“and using the premises iilegally‘andvshaii'be‘subject‘



Bavnipam 5

”gto such sanctions or legal actions c¢ivil or. criminal as*thenTown
-, of New Windsor may elect to prosecute and shall cease and desist
) from all use of the premises upon notice from the Town of New

‘eWindsor or any of its. 1ega11y authorized agents to do so,'

Q;Y SOTLAND agrees to- put and keep sufficient monies in

‘escrow under the terms of the Law of the Town of New Windsor,»to
cover the cost of professional fees which may he incurred in

hi_effecting this agreement."

10 SOTLAND shall remain personally responsible for

‘Hmaintaining ‘said project in a safe and proper manner and in

compliance with the site plan and . any amendments thereto.

'wll., SOTLAND by executing this agreement waives any rightf

ruito content in any court any rule, requlation or provision in

"Teffect as of the date of the signing of thiS‘agreement or any'

present ordinance of the Town of New Windsor, exclusive of any

interpretation thereof . SOTLAND also agrees to bear reasonable

cost of defending any litigation instituted by third persons

against the Town or BOARD challenging this agreement or municipal
approvals represented by this agreement Upon institution of any'
such lawsuit oOTLAND shall post a cash escrow sufficient to cover
the cost of such litigation.. 7

‘l This agreement shall be binding upon . the heirs,

successors and assigns of the respective parties hereto

) 13.« Should it become necessary for the Townl the BOARD to

institute an action to enforce the terms of this agreement of any‘
'ordinance or of any condition of any approval heretofore or

hereafter granted to SOTLAND in connection herewith the Town or“v* B
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'h‘the BOARD as the case may be, shall be entitled to recover its:d'
:‘reasonable counsel fees and costs in connection therewith if it
’rrprevails in said 1it1gation.,i, o ‘ o - ,
'.f‘IN WITNESS WHEREOF thehsaid parties have herewith set their?
ef;hands and seals or cause these presents to be signed by theirg
"”proper corporate officers and the corporate seal to be hereunto;
'Vaffixed,i,*V“”“ R |

B B MICHAEL J SOTLAND
© Witness:- - ;

—_.....———-—.—-—————_,_..'_____.._.._._..__,

" STEPHEN SOTLAND. o
‘.d/b/a/ Brewster House o

J'ld:ﬁ;thess:f

'PLANNING BOARD
.BY°’ ‘

“Witness:,“o

- — . e o - - ————— - - - - o - e aa -
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“NAME: "BREWSTER
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. ) O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

New Windsor, New York 12553

. (914) 562-8640
" - .t . | O Branch Office
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL \ o : 400 Broad Street
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337

‘CONSUEHNGENGWEERSPC - : ‘ ‘ (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY P. E
WILLIAMJ. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

15 January 1992 -

. MEMORANDUM -

TO: y MYfa Mason, Planning Board Secretary |
FROM' : Mark J. Edsall P E., Plannlng Board Englneer

: SUBJECT. ‘BREWSTER HOUSE ‘SITE PLAN |
'NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 91 =27

Please be adv1sed that I have recelved a rev1sed plan, 1ast revision
dated . 1/10/92, for the subject project. 1In addition, I have received
.a Bond Estimate for the key site improvements of the applicatlon.
cOples ‘of both of same are attached hereto.

Please. be advised that it is my opinion that the plan. complies with
the conditions of approval, as discussed at the 8 January 1992
Plannlng Board meetlng. Further, it is my opinion that the Bond
Estimate, as submitted, is acceptable, and meets the intent of -
Chapter 19 of the Town Code. The only correction I have made is with
regard to the comment at the bottom of the Bond Estlmate, which
incorrectly indicates that the 1nSpectlon fee is paid at the "time of
request for bulldlng permlt“' the fee is due at the time of Planning
Board approval.v .

Please do not hesltate to contact me if you have any further questlons
concernlng this appllcatlon.

A:1-15-E.mk

: L!censed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvanfa o

- ———— e



PLANNING BOARD
\ | . TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 01/08/92 . | | PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 91-27

V . NAME: BREWSTER HOUSE 1762 ‘
APPLICANT- SOTLAND, MICHAEL & STEVEN

DATE-SENT AGENCY-——¥--——-?--—-------4—~— DATE-RECD RESPONSE-=m==m=m=mm=m=

ORIG 11/08/91 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY /

ORIG  11/08/91 MUNICIPAL WATER | © 11/12/91 APPROVED

ORIG  11/08/91 MUNICIPAL SEWER A A |

ORIG 11/68/91'.MUNICIPAL SANITARY 11/07/91 DISAPPROVED
. . NO RECORD OF PERMIT FOR SEWER PERMIT ON FILE

ORIG."il/OB/Ql"MUNICIPAL FIRE -~ 11/12/91 APPROVED

ORIG 11/08/91' PLANﬁiNG BoARD ENGINEER | /o

ORIG ~11/14/91 ©O.C. PLANNING DEPT. 4 12/02/91 LOCAL DETER.
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. L o L | u gfm '
. :;::APPLICATION FEE (DUE AT TIME OF SUBMITTAL) PA ' ‘50 OO

‘ fPLAN?REVIEW«FEE.‘(APPROVAL) .'vf[f]T']'f¥;f“~ “QHVJ; |519 <>o o//

! P

. PLAN-REVIEW FEE (MULTI- FAMILY) $150.00.
| PLUS. $25.00/UNIT: - - /1 B.x,uw ;
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,CONSULTING ENGINEERS P c. » o (717) 296-2765

RICHARD: D. McGOEY P. E
~ WILLIAMJ. HAUSER, PE.
MARKJ EDSALL P.E.

14 May 1992 _
o MEMORANDUM,FQR‘RECORD‘A

- SUBJECT:E BREWSTER HOUSE SITE PLAN L e
" NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 91-27 .
| FIELD VISIT 13 MAY 1992 \

“On the subject date the under51gned and Bulldlng Inspector o A
Mike Babcock visited the Brewster House site to review the status of
completlon of the site plan’ work. -During our visit, it was noted that
all work- indicated on the site plan had been completed. One issue
.which is. not indicated on the site plan, but should be addressed prior
to the 1ssuance of a Certlflcate of Occupancy, is the installation of
handlcapped parking signs for the three handicapped parking- spaces.

VM1ke Babcock 1nd1cated that he would - follow—up on this matter.-

In line w1th the above ' and with the understandlng that Mlke will.
require the signs prior:to the issuance of the C of 0, I have no.

objection to the release of the site plan performance bond at th:Ls
tlme.~ ,

 MJEmk

cc: Michael Babcock, Town Bulldmg Inspector '
Larry Re:Ls, Town Comptroller :

A:5-14-4E.mk
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REWSTER HOUSE SITE PLAN 91 27 ROUTE 300

;MMlchael Scotland and Steven SCotland came before the board.

”;MR PETRO': Okay gentlemen., I don't thlnk we need a. set of‘
‘plans for this one, pretty well versed. o S

'MR PETRO'V We have qulte a few thlngs to offer.

‘}tMR VAN LEEUWEN., This 'is proposed ‘the as—bullts are on.

here also, rlght - the llghtlng and all that stuff 1s on

fphere.,

"MR. EDSALL Probably I’m famlllar ‘with the varlety of plans.

and the status more than anybody because I worked on it the

nvlast couple of days - ‘
I?fMR PETRO: Before we get to the bullders agreement end of
. it let’s Sklp that flrst and lets clear up some technlcal
- thlngs. , . : : ‘

’,MR EDSALL' Maybe if we clearvlt up we: ‘won’t need the

agreement Comment - one letting you know it did get

.conditional approval on the 13 of November last year.

here s 23 conditions. We’ll sklp the bullders agreement

. put I’11 touch on the lighting. Second item they have

received response from County: Plannlng local determination

'obv1ously there’s a requirement to pay fees and establish
‘the bond amount so really the. crux of the matter is parking
- and lighting.. If you look in ‘my comment sheet I have a memo
- 'in the back which basically outlines result of field meeting

with Steve and myself and his electrician, Mike Raimondo on

‘the 6th of January, Monday and I'm noting for the record

what the different lighting fixtures as they’re provided,

"-what benefit they provide. I believe that the lighting is
. reasonable. We took foot candle readlngs, they peak out
‘around ten shy of puttlng ‘the meter in front of the light

fixture, you’re getting: usable ten and it goes down below
that as you get away from the fixture. However, the

,llghtlng appears reasonably adequate throughout the parking
‘r.area.; My only suggestlons I list on my second page of the

memo is that number one they look at. upgradlng the unlt at
the northerly entrance. northwesterly entrance to the next’
increment of wattage I belief the rear llght ‘is a, higher

wattage if this was bumped up one increment it would ‘help
identify the entrance to the site and I believe help the .

. site lighting. The second suggestion is that rather than

have an exterior foot lamp type unit on. the bulldlng that’s
going to be . under construction that they look at: putting -

‘somethlng that’s. a llttle more less de51gned for the: purpose

of = spreadlng out over a’ parking area without creatlng a’

'problem for the 1ncom1ng traffic on the southerly entrance. ‘
_ Other. than those 2 suggestlons and the second can be handled"’
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as part of the building constructlon I ‘have no’ problem with

the lighting. I don’t think the board members have had a

' chance though to look at 1t.‘ ' »
:,MR.,LANDER. It works now I took 'a look at 1t
Ij MR. EDSALﬁ', So shy of those 2 suggestlons which you could

. cover under the site bond that has to be posted by Town Hall
‘'now- any way I have no problem with the 11ght1ng. Parking I

had a number of comment in here but I was able to coordinate
and to assist the applicant I was coordlnatlng ‘'with their

‘f_consultlng engineer and what they’ve done is looking at my

comment 4 they’ve created a 20 foot aisle between the:

Z,parklng bays which is what was shown on the orlglnal plan
"“and I believe that’s acceptable mainly because we have 20

foot spaces. . They have as well eliminated the 3 spaces that
were. parallel to the highway in- front of the ‘building as per:

- . Bob Roger’s request. They relocated the handicapped spaces
"to a functionally better location.: I’d ask if there would
be a dumpster enclosure, if it was moved over to that
' corner, that’s something we can talk about' tonight and I

.. agree w1th Andy that it should be striped so when visitors
“attempt to locate a parking space it can be identified and
‘as well the arrow,. the arrows could be painted on the

- pavement to identify the correct directtion of travel. '
© OthHer than that, to be very honest with you the plan now is
~brought up to a level where I belief it’s reasonably
“complying with the original plan and they’ve prov1ded the

additional parking to the south for the caterlng bulldlng so
I have no problem 1f thlS plan is constructed

‘MR.«LANDER.‘ One suggestlon maybe, on the 90 degree marking

in~front of the curb we’re going to have 20 foot aisle
width. Why don’t we 'go w1th angled parklng here, 20 foot

'[normally is not enough.‘

MR. EDSALL: 20 is tlght. I was looklng at 20 foot space .
which is somewhat larger than the average you pick up usable
foot or 2 in addition. If you go angled there the only
reason that their engineer recommended to me not to use it

you would loose the ablllty to ple up stalls from elther
entrance.

MR. PETRO' ‘Not that. many spots that you’re talking about

“both sides the back and the front. _Have these storage

sheds, have they been moved° ’
MR. BABCOCK: They haven't been.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN" Do you keep your caterlng tables and stuff
in there7 o -

STEVEN SCOTLAND: Yes.
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MR PETRO: The parklng lot 1s not paved at thls tlme,

 MR. VAN LEEUWEN: It's paved.a‘

MR.‘PETRO:' But not strlped.

MR, SCHiEFER I saw 1t thlS afternoon and the entire

parking 1ot 1s paved._4

~MR.,LANDER: _To the ex1sting'edge of pavement7

' MRt'DUBALDI" There S more pav1ng needs to ‘be done

MR. - PETRO: What about the 1nterna1 curb7/ I heard some

fcomments about that.

‘aNMR EDSALL. To be very honest w1th you, 1t ‘would be ‘better

not to have 1nternal curbing so that the storm water could .

. be sheet actioned off to the back whatever grass area
exists. If you put in curblng, now they’ve got to put in-
" catch. bas1ns, piping and find and outlet so there’s a

dlsadvantage to add curblng to the back they’ve got curblng ,
in the front: which is where you really need. it whlch 1s the

- access from the state road.-

MR. LANDER They'’re g01ng to have to add on the parklng

space to the rear here, you ‘see the dashed ‘line that’s where

. the pavement is now and they have to go back into the lawn
" .area- to- get the spaces that they need

| MR. SCHIEFER: I assume the appllcant w1ll pave the area
. that Mr. Lander 1s talklng about o

‘MICHAEL SCOTLAND: Correctf

,-MR.-LANDER: Until that time you.Can't stripe the lawn so
‘they might as well wait on striping.

MRQ1PETRO: 'The'dumpster’how do youhboardbmembers feel about
that? ‘ o : ‘ ‘ ' '

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Good thlng they put 1t off to the corner
because ‘they always smell.

 MR. LANDER: It’s g01ng to ‘have to be enclosed I think just

to-- I don’t particularly care for the stockaid fence but it
would lend itself maybe to the or some type of wooden ,
structure maybe not stockaid fence but somethlng else, have .
to be closed have to have a gate on it. Normally we try to

get it with the style ‘of the bulldlng that’s why I'm ‘not
saying-- : v

MR. PETRO: Nice,stone wark.,




i

January 8, 1992 - g T R 23
MR. LANDER:' Maybe stone is a- llttle too much but somethlng
. made out of wood, chainlink fence is ugly " I don’t care for .

‘that. If it was, if they were puttlng up a new’ structure,>
we’d say make it out of block.r : :

“MR. PETRO:. How about nothlng

"‘,hMR LANDER: = We. have to have somethlng 'Who vahts*to look
-at a dumpster. ‘ : : , e

| STEVEN SCOTLAND: Do we have to enclose it?.
"MR. PETRO: Aesthetlcs.

" MR. LANDER' So we :don’t have to look at ‘it. and so the .
fgarbage doesn’t fly all over New Wlndsor, I don’t know, we

have been asking everyone that has come into .the Planning

"Board to enclose the dumpster area only to keep the place so

the papers . don’t fly all over. I don’t. think there’s been

~one businesses establishment in New Windsor as long as I

have been here that didn’t enclose the dumpster and normally
it’s with block because they re puttlng new bulldlngs up

"l‘]here.

MR PETRO. McDonalds they blocked 1t and brlcked it same as
thelr bulldlng.

'”e;MR EDSALL What’s customary is that the pad be poured
l_concrete and you ]ust bulld somethlng around 1t

MR. VAN LEEUWEN : you do 1t blacktop, in the summertime

«w;th:the heat the wheels w1ll 51nk in the blacktop.

"‘MR PETRO: Okay now shall we get into the fun part of it,
‘let’s talk about this builders agreement.. It’s my

understanding that you have conditional approval that we
gave. at the November 13th meeting and seems that the
builders agreement is very long and compllcated.. Andy has
drawn one up there’s nothlng wrong with 1t but you haven’t
done anything there since November 13th. ~Now to improve on
any -of the comments that the boarad has made, right? Do you

"have a copy of the agreement’ )

STEVE SCOTLAND' Such as.

MR.  PETRO: Anythlng, the strlplng or the mov1ng the sheds,
some of the comments we made tonlght ’ « ‘

STEVE SCOTLAND.' The sheds ‘were put on the s1te after L
actually I think a 'year and half ago, 2 years ‘ago with a

‘bulldlng permit. We have no problem moving them at this
~time. The striping I’m not even sure about. - Original. site

plan it was stated that it would be striped, stated that it

© had to be blacktopped w1th1n 18 months, dldn't say lt had to_"
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' be striped that’s why we didn’t,

'MRg PETRO: Mark or Andy?

“MR. KRIEGER:  If I may, thé,large"part of the builders
. agreement was addressed to the lighting situation which now
. appears to be somewhat moot. It requlred it set forth a

" mechanism for the Plannlng Board engineer to do and

inspection and render an opinion all of which has apparently

- been ‘done. So at the outset I’d be anxious that the minutes

reflect the fact that that’s already been accomplished. The

- remaining dispute was with the number of parking spaces and

I understand that that through the Planning Board engineer

. has been resolved. And I think those were the, were

basically the 2 things that they can do. They couldn’t

‘actually put stripes on the parking lot ‘until they got an
‘approval from this board as to where the parking space is
~supposed to go. I you remember the last plan they had
~-handicapped spaces in illegal locations so they could not

nor should they have done any striping in accordance with
that so if this plan is. acceptable to the Planning Board,
1t's the first tlme that they can actually do that.

“MR. PETRO. ~Which- brlngs me to my point and I want td get
- some comments from Mark if it’s legal and not have the

bullders agreement, all right, some of it‘’s: already moot and
let’s go with the regular bonding like you were supposed to
do with any other applicant and seems to me that they’re

~..well on their way. The reason for this is that you

technlcally have an approval once you leave here, you’re
g01ng to get the building permit back and finish up what
you’‘re doing. You don’t have to put the stripes there and
what are we going to do about it so we can--but I’'m saylng
we need some; the bonding.

- MR. EDSALL: I’d suggest at this point that you have a‘new

conditional approval or a new approval based on the plan and
then have us follow the normal procedures, you may not be
familiar with them when you ask for the C.0. for this
additional building that you are looking to modify, site
work must be completed or you would be requiread to bond the'
value over the remaining items of the site work.

MICHAEL SCOTLAND: At that time that’s correct.

MR EDSALL: You would at this point establish the value of
each item you’re required to submit a bonding estimate, you

~don’t have to post bonds but we agree to the estimate, you -

pay whatever fees are outlined in the current ordinance and
then we just in effect have the bond amount established so
if you don’t finish we’ve already agreed to the amount SO we
don’t have to dlcker later.

MR. SCHIEFER: Thls’would elimiﬁate the heed‘for‘builders’
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 agreement. ‘

MR. KRIEGER: Although'that was what I touched on was a
major portlon, I just want to point out some of the other
features in the agreement that exist so that if the Plannlng

| Board decided whether this is something that they want to
"continue; whether or not in this partlcular case, bear in
‘mind that first of all this project is apparently contrary.
- to the application, is apparently owned by a corporation.

If the town should seek enforcement in the future, they have.
number . one, suppose some of these things aren’t done and the

jvtown goes in to enforce it number one absent an  agreement,

it would have to be done by the town under a criminal
standard. They’d have to prove beyond a reasonable doubt

-that it wasn’t complied with very ‘diffcult standard to meet
~ .as opposed a civil standard of preponderance of the evidence
. a simple weighing. Secondly you have a corporation here

when you mention that if the, if an action is brought it

“would be brought agalnst the owner which is the corporation

even if it results in most likely a. positive result for the -

~ town would be a fine, there would be nobody individually or
- personally liable and the fine would- be subject to whatever

assets the corporatlon has at that polnt. ‘As a practical

. matter, since they own the real estate, you should be able

to get it but it may be a very difficult thing to do so the

‘difficulty in fact that it is unllkely that a future Town
"Board might undertake such a thlng in v1ew of the

difficulties.
The next thing that. you have to be concerned

- about is because this is being, because that’s commercial

‘ premlses in which there will be, there maybe people who come
-in who will come in when they discover the approval because
‘this is expansion of a commercial enterprise and challenge
‘the approval. Particularly with respect to an Article 78

proceeding even if it has no ultimately has no validity, the
very bringing of such a lawsuit would be a financial, a
heavy financial burden on the town. As it currently,exist,
this is one of the things that the agreement is designed to
address, if that action were brought, the town would have to
defend that action at the town’s expense. Even though
arguably it’s the town’s interest that needs to be
protected. That’s something that’s designed to be
addressed. The last thing is if the premises are not and
this has nothing to do with this particular appllcant this
is a general problem that exists with all sites in the Town
of New Windsor, if it’s not maintained in a sightly fashion
or if it’s allowed to become unsightly, absent such an
agreement the only entity that you would have to enforce
that against would be the corporatlon 1f you could enforce;
it at all. ‘ :

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Normally corporatlon you can’t--

MR. KRIEGER: Not only that, then it becomes ‘a questlon of

S et B o——’— vo——— -
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un51ghtllness and you would have to prove beyond a

/- reasonable doubt that it was un51ghtly, well I think that

”.beauty being in the eye of the beholder, lt’s very easy to

- £ind it would be very easy ‘to defeat such a standard by
‘flndlng someone to come in and. say looks flne to them.

“ ”MR PETRO: You don’t see any problem w1th g01ng w1th normal

proceedlng w1th bondlng, bulldlng agreements.r

':MR KRIEGER°< Prov1ded all. the 1tems prov1ded that you don’t'v
- want those then that’s what’s. left out. of what the’ bullders
‘agreement would prov1de. ‘

- MR.‘PETRO._ Mark what do you have to’ say’

MR. EDSALL: Flrst thlng I’a llke to do" 1s I bellef that you

- L}should be approv1ng an amended 51te plan, you should make it

. very clear: in the approval in your approving this plan, the"
“only revisions that you are approving relative . to the

original site plan would be the caterlng establishment with

it’s associated parking, some minor revisions to the

f.llghtlng and as.well creation ‘of the parking lot in
~accordance. with this layout,; any other details would remain

in effect as per the orlglnal 51te plan

" MR. PETRO' The orlglnal or the one. approved on the 13th°'

MR. EDSALL I'm talklng the orlglnal approval which was .
dated .November 27, 1985. You know again, we ‘should make it

" very clear to them that the current town law will seek
.- bonding which is usually only’ available in cash form to.
‘'guarantee completlon of any: work that isn’t completed when
;they ask for the C.O. 4

MR.»PETRO. Seems that - they re falrly well along.

MR. EDSALL: They don’t have a-lot of work to do.

'MR. PETRO: 'I don’t see anything major, a little bit of

blacktopping.once they move the storage sheds I don’t think
you’re talking about a big thing and it’s in your best ‘
interest to forget all this and let’s just . go on that

premise and amend the 51te plan to the 1985 plan, any more
comments? : A

MR LANDER: Mark,.the handicappedvspot.in the front,is that'

8 foot wide--

MR. EDSALL: It’s 8- foot space w1th a 8 foot strlped area‘,

then another 8 foot space Wthh is effectlvely a 12 foot
space.. ‘ :

MR. LANDER: Instead of 123 and 13.

' it " - w
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MR. EDSALL:. We’ve seen'iz, 13 prlor code was 5 and 8, State
just amended it to 8, 8 and 8. , , ‘

TMR LANDhR. Okay

“w‘MR 'EDSALL: - Obv1ously w1th handlcapped as soon as belnq
V”requlred whlch will be 1ncluded in ‘the. bondlng estimate.

7”MR PETRO._ Another qulck thlng before Carmen talks about
- it, 'any landscaping other than what’s 'shown on here on the’
-,;:perlmeter of the property anythlng there now or do: you. have
‘ﬁ~plans. ‘We dldn't ask for 1t.,,‘

MR VAN LEEUWEN. No I don't remember that

,MR PETRO’- That was the last tlme S0 do. we want to ask for
,,‘1t do we want to._think about it, is it necessary I mean you
‘lhave commercmal parks down there, I don't know if 1t’s-- ’

- STEVE SCOTLAND ‘Let me- just make a comment.] Back of the
' 'property line once you can 'in back of the parking lot,

" “you’re llterally out in the woods,. you can’t do any
'"landscaplng in the back because of the woodline and on this
~side here .is- lawn area and: trees on this side with Gannin
~ Tire next to-us. 'curb out front we don’t own, that’s all
_concreted that’s State property. . There s really no other

landscaping we can .do’ except around the’ building rlght up

"'jlagalnst the bulldlng

MR PETRO. Looks like part of your parklng is. calculated

- 1nto State owned property

MR. EDSALL I know that Don Green normally doesn't agree
with parking encroaching on the State properties, however

- they’d establish the curb line so one would assume that

that’s what they would want to establish as the edge of the:

parking lot, I don’t have a problem with it since the State

but it in that way ‘I have to assume 1t’s what they want.

- MR. PETRO. Mark, do you have anythlng to add?

MR. EDSALL: No.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion to approve;the‘aménded
site plan. o ' ‘ Ctl e

MR. LANDER.A.‘Second”it

MR. PETRO: Motion has ‘been made and seconded. ~ Are there
any other dlscu551ons by any members° -

MR. SCHIEFER: I‘d like to make -one comment on that.' I'was o
"~ just told that you cannot landscape the back of their

property° 'd llke to rephrase._ My understandlng there rs
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no need to landscape the back of it. Conceivably, you could

- but I see no need for it. You made the statement you can’t,
_you could but I agree, there’s no need for it back there but
- I'm just suggesting the back part of it with what’s back

there, there’s absolutely no need it could be done.

MR. EDSALL: The only suggestlon I would have on landscaping

if they ‘enclose the dumpster they may be severed well to put [

some type of planting to break up the effect.

MR. SCHIEFER: That’s not shown on the map but I think the
‘appllcant understands we do want enclosures on the dumpster
~ even though it’s not on the map it’s required. Beyond that,

I have no comments.

MR. PETRO: Should we, . before we take the vote should we
spell out any of these new requirements that we’re talking
about tonight? 1In other words,vthe dumpster moving the

.sheds, blacktop or--

' MR. EDSALL: They’re required prior to.the stamplng to
submit the bond estimate for the improvements that I will

review and I’1ll let Ron know when we have an acceptable

“estlmate and all the. fees pald and he w111 stamp the plan

- MR. BABCOCK: Is there anythlng that the board wants done
~and not bonded? Let’s say the project stays exactly the way

it is, he doesn’t have very much work to do to his building
right now to open up so within the next week he probably
would be 1ook1ng for a C.0. so most of this stuff won’t been

- accomplished in the next week so 'it’s going to be a hundred

percent of the bond.

STEVE SCOTLAND: ‘Right only because of the weather, we can’t
really do the work on the building, we’re looking at maybe a
week to ten days to complete the building.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: See that’s the reason why we had the
builders agreement done so you can go ahead and move, keep
it going.

MR. BABCOCK: So you know what I am saylng right now what
you’re seeing on this site plan in my opinion you know most
of this stuff couldn’t be done right now if the sheds are
something that you want moved before the C.0. or anything
that you don’t want bonded then I think that should come out
of the board tonlght.

MR. PETRO I think certain‘thlngs that oould be done now
should be and I think it should all be bonded there’s . =
nothing that should be left out.

MR. BABCOCK: -‘We’ll bond it all but is there anythlng that
you want done before ‘the C.0. is 1ssued on the bu:leJ.ng‘>
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. VAN LEEUWEN: We'll leave that up to you.
. BABCOCK' That's what I am saylng

MR
m R
’ MR: EDSALL: They won’t be able to get. pavement so—-'
MR. fETRb: ' But that’s in your ‘hands.

MR.

N ';EDéALL. They could strlpe those portlons of the parklng
. lot that are not to be paved or for future paving they can
‘put ‘up the handlcapped parklng signs,’ strlpe that. ‘

-5‘ ‘

. BABCOCK. If you are. g01ng to move this back that would
- be confusion. Thls has to be shlfted back.

‘.MR. EDSALL: Okay I see. . Don't forget about your llght that

L. you want to change- the one that was bllndlng everybody.

lWe'll 1nclude that’ 1n the bond.‘

MR KRIEGER' ‘And- that should be a. condltlon because it’s
- not 'shown on the map if. you are going to approve the map
. 'that it is a condition that they do that. ,

- MR. BABCOCK: Mark is the appllcant famlllar with the cost

“estlmate on thls°

t; MR EDSALL Bondlng estimate we’ll have to work on that
Matter of fact what I would suggest is that.then asked to
add the enclosure on the plan just a note to that effect so

- that there’s New lighting so the plan reflects what you want

and the plan that Ron stamps w1ll be the plan that you are
“ultlmately approv1ng.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN° I move the questlon.
- MR. PETRO' We have a motion on the floor made by Mr.
Van Leeuwen and seconded by Mr. Schiefer that we approve the
amended site plan for the Brewster House Restaurant subject
to the minor correctlons set forth earlier.

MR SCHIEFER' I did not second 1t,~somebody,eisefdid.
MR. LANDER:"I seconded it. | N

. MR. PETRO: If there’s no‘further.comments, I’11 take a
'vote. ‘ _— S |

‘ROLL CALL:

MR. DUBALDI " AYE
MR. VAN LEEUWEN = AYE
MR. SCHIEFER AYE

' MR. PETRO _ - AVE .
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'MR. LANDER = _' “AYE}‘ R

VBelng that there as no further bu51ness;to come before the

1Dubald1,‘seconded by Mr. Lander and approved by. the board fx R

board, a motion was made to. adjourn the- meetlng by Mr.

‘éRe pectfully Submlttedfxf

, .CES ROTH
STENOGRAPHER
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. BREWSTER HOUSE AMENDED SITE PLAN (91-27):

Representative for Brewster House did not attend meetihg.

MR. KRIEGER: As the Board will recall, the last time this was

- on.they asked me to approve it subject to my having drafted an-
agreement for them to sign. I did that. I submitted the
proposed agreement to them which was very similar in construction
to the dagreements. you've already seen. ‘Specifically, ... and the.
Biagini Grove Homes agreement come to mind, I believe there are

" others as well. In any case, their attorney's took exception to
.large parts of that agreement. They proposed a draft, they sent
it over to Mark and Mike. . The upshot was with some objectlons on
‘Tuesday, they hand,delivered to me a new draft, this time already

- 'signed which addressed and went back to very close to what I had
‘originally proposed and addressed all but a couple of the
problems. I spoke to Mr. Rider, the applicant's attorney, today
on the telephone and resolved the remaining points, the points I
felt were necessary. .With those resolutions, the agreement so
far as I'm concerned, is now in a condition that it can be
signed:. I understand however, from talking to Mark, as I have a
number of times on this, that from his point of view there may be
some items as yet to be resolved. As far as I'm concerned, the

agreement is okay, but, I would ask that you see what Mark has to
say. : : ' ‘

'MR. SCHIEFER: Mark, do you have some areas where ‘some comments
on some illegal thlngs they're d01ng

MR. EDSALL: I have one that was given to me, I don't know that
others were, but, I have one that was given to me on Tuesday.
Obviously, I haven't had a chance to look at it but relatively
quickly but, the handicapped parking spaces shown on the plan, as
you can see, are not our normal side by side parking spaces,
although, it was probably a nice attempt to get them to space
these as close to the entrance as possible. They don't meet the
State requirements. : ‘

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They don't? A
MR. EDSALL: They need to have that striped,access way
exclusive of the driving lane, because this is if they were side

loading out of a van, they are 51de loadlng into the trafflc
lane.

] . —————————a RO - e
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. MR: LANDER: Is it 30 ft. and 30 ft. in between those ....
MR;-EDSALL: And I believe,that‘theyrhave a problem-in clear

- space here. o ‘
MR. LANDERr . Sure.. |

’MR.'EDSALh:;”J So, what I think I have to do ie review this plan.

- I'm sure ‘they want to expedite this, I don't know how you want to
“handle it. : : : :

MR. LANDER: How did they do with . the lighting? What do they ‘
plan on doing with the llghtlng, there has to be llghtlng in this
’parklng lot. ‘ ' '
MR.,EDSALL: - well, they fe just‘relocating what . lighting is
there now. They don't show' any additional lighting other than
one -light down there.

MR. LANDER: Are theyrgoing“to make,them work?

'MR. EDSALL: I assume so, is that part of the agreement Andy?
MR. KRIEGER: Yes. |

MR. LANDER: It has to be lit. The parking lot has to be lit.

MR. EDSALL: VThey have to make operable, what was: proposed in
the original plan.

MR. MC CARVILLE: The original site plan is not complete.
~MR. SCHIEFER: The original site plan has changed. This is not

what we originally saw. I think Mark has to work'with them to
straighten that out. ‘

MR. LANDER: Mark you didn't see thlS yet untll tonlght
right?

MR. EDSALL: No.

MR. LANDER:  Well, all I know, everybody had in their folder

about I asked if this was going to be a retail store and they
said no, it was going to be: caterlng Now it's a retail gourmet
food store. , : .

Multiple discussion inaudible....
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‘MR. KRIEGER: That was a point that I discussed with the Board.
‘I understood that at the time they made the application_that it
was going to be caterlng. That there was going to be a certain
amount of going and coming, which is. I believe endemic or '
included with the word catering. I specifically discussed with
Mr. Rider today, however, this advertisement based on a ‘
conversation I had with Mike, I hadn't seen the add yet but, I
knew that it was there. What Mr. Rider told me and I explained
to. him that that causes, that that mlght be . 1nterpreted as being
at variance with what was represented to this Board the last
time. What he said to me was the following:. That the wording of
the advertisement, which he had currently had not seen, was
obviocusly ... that‘it was probably contractedffor_prior to the
~ Jlast meeting that they had:. Prior to representations that were
- made heré and. obv1ously, that it was done without their
- consultation with the counsel ahead of time as to whether that
should be done or not. He told me that they still stood by what
~they said here.the last time. I told him that I would pass those
comments along to the Board which, I have now done so. I do so
without comment either’ way but just to report the conversation
that I had.

MR. LANDER: So far as I know, when it was told to them that if
"it was going to be a retail store, then they would have certain
things they would have to change. So, the only thing they
changed was the words. ' It's going to be the same store but, a
different word. So, let's not be as naive, cause I know we're

" not. I know that no matter what they say, it's going to be a
retaill store. If it's going to be a retaill store, then get the
parking calcs  up to retail store. 1If it's going to be a catering
facility, then that's what it is.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: it's now a catering facility. They do

cooking in there and they store equipment in there okay. The way
I understand it, they told us they were-going to... I haven't

seen the minutes yet okay, that they are going to sell gourmet
‘foods out of that little building. That was my understanding.

MR. LANDER: That was not what was represented here.

MR. DUBALDI: Gift baskets. Gift baskets as well.

MR. LANDER: I asked that specifically at the last meeting they
were, when they were at the last meeting, and I did ask if they

were doing catering, that means you prepare the food and you take
it someplace or somebody comes to get it.
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MR VAN LEEUWEN. They are using it for caterlng now.

. What they were looking for is a retail type ‘of store where: people

could buy cakes and so forth.

‘MR;-LANDER. That is not what was represented here at the last
,meeting. I dldn't hear that at all.
MR..MC«CARVILLE: ' What does the site plan'say?
MR. VAN LEEUWEN&M I heard that. |
_ MR. LANDER: - Catering.
'Multlple conversatlon.;;t,
‘ MR. PETRO. . . Mr. Chalrman do you ‘have a copy of last week'

m1nutes?~ Pull it out and Myra can look it up real quick.

4Mult1ple conversatlon

MR. LANDER: Let me tell you somethlng, when they had approval
in '86, I wasn't even on, I got on the Board in '87 and they got

‘approval and they never did anythlng that resembles what is there
'vnow. , ‘

MR. MC -CARVILLE: I think they had every 1ntent10n of puttlng a
retail store in there.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I was under the understanding that they
were.... . ‘

MR. KRIEGER: I recall it the way that Mr. Lander recalls it,
that that work was spe01flcally ruled out and I merely say to you
that that advertising, that in the minds of a reasonable person,
may raise a questlon as to that. '

MR. PETRO (Reading from 11/13/91 mlnutes "Steven and his father-
are local business people who in 1985 attained a variance for the

site for a restaurant ., off premises catering business."

Okay, that's number one, "Who are in to pick up the provisions,
platters, baskets that they prepared to do so without -
1nterfer1ng with thelr restaurant trade."

Down here,“Parklng for the caterlng bu51ness is separate from o
that" ‘ .

7 e aa— ——— . —
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MR. BABCOCK: Mr. Chairman, maybe I can say one thing, I think
just for the Board's knowledge, I think the reason why the word
retail is not being used on this application, is because we are
talking about a PI zone, where retall is not permitted That's
where one of the problems

MR;VKRIEGER: Nowhere is it mentioned in the previously granted
use variance. The word never comes up in the previous use
variance. That' s why the question arose.

MR BABCOCK I think we should demonstrate for the record that
the applicant was notified to be- here tonight and there is no one
here

MR. KRIEGER: = I did advise them, by the way I advised the
attorney for the applicant today in a telephone conversation,
that this would be on the agenda for discussion purposes tonight
and he asked did he have to be here, I said no, you don't have to
be here but, it is going to be discussed. So, they had notice.
They had an opportunity to be present. :

MR. DUBALDI: Mr.Chairman, what is the exact status of this
application? 1Is it approved with the subject to or..

MR. SCHIEFER: It's approved but, it seems to have been changed.

MR. EDSALL: No it's conditionally approved. This application
is conditionally approved with three conditions.

MR. LANDER: The question now arises, Carmen, is was the
conditional approval that was' granted granted on erroneous
information, .which would invalidate the approval. So Mark, you
can't tell, because you just saw the print tonight, whether or
not they have enough parking. Is there a different parking calc.
for catering and retail. :

MR. EDSALL: The way we do the parking calculation for catering
was we used the same calculation as would be used for retail
because that's the pickup area. The square footage for the
pickup area we used 1 for 150 which again calculation has to be
on the plan.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You figured 2 or 3 parking placeswin the
front and we complained about the two sheds in the back being in
parking places okay, but, I was under the understanding they were
going to use it for retail Now, where I got that from I don't
know.

S et f—— oo —— B
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MR. EDSALL: . The problem with retail is that the reason why
they. are saying catering and the reason why they can't say retail
on the plan is that retail is not a permitted use in the zone.

MR. LANDER: I told you, they are playing a word game. It's
not permitted so now they ve got to get a variance and they don't
want to do that.

Discussion continues inaudible....

MR. SCHIEFER: Jimmy, did you just go through the minutes? What
does it say? ,

MR. PETRO: . Basically, it talks about catering.

MR. SCHIEFER: They do not mention retail. We did not approve
retail. ' ’ ’

MR. LANDER: They call it catering so that they don't have to
go for the variance alright. They knew they had to go for a
variance. If it was retail, they had to go for a variance and
they didn't want to do that. Why, because number one they were
under construction, two, I don't even think they had a building
permit. ‘ .

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They were doing it already and Mike put a
stop work order on it, remember he told us that. We told them
they could go ahead ...

MR. SCHIEFER: Let Jimmy read this.

MR. PETRO (Reading from 11/13/91 minutes): Here is the approval
we gave them, the conditional approval, "I would like to make a
motion to approve the following Brewster House Site Plan
amendment  upon the following conditions are met: Builder's
agreement, which encompasses the parklng, the sheds on the
property and the lighting, and upon receiving approval from
Orange County Planning Dept. and all fees and bonds are in
place." So that was the approval. Now does the approval
encompass a retail. ‘

MR. LANDER: We have no developer's agreement..
MR. KRIEGER: Number one, as far as the agreement, as faf as the

approval is concerned, the approval is based on the information
presented. You now have to decide whether that's



h‘MR VAN LEEUWEN.,J" They don t have anybody here.‘lwe'donﬁt have*‘
S'any lnformatlon here.,' e o
f,fMR KRIEGER ﬁ As far: as the developer s agreement 1s concerned

s,*I w1ll tell you that I proceeded to draft the. developer s

uagreement., I understood my mandate from the Board to. be and I.
" -want’ to know if I'm: not doing what you want me to do, I ] : .
i understood that it had to specrflcally encompass those thlngs and
‘that I was to use my" dlscretlon to do ‘the things: that . thought
.. were"- necessary to protect this Board and to: protect the Town:
. along the. llnes of ‘what' had been requlred of others in the last
"couple of . years - I'drew up an agreement whlch addressed those
ﬂ}three 1tems specrflcally, I''‘came’, up’ "with a“ method of resolv1ng
- those. thlngs ‘having. those thlngs resolved and I 1ncorporated into
-.rthe normal protectlon clauses and devices that we've utlllzed in-
“the past that: the- Board has used in: the past- to’ ‘protect: ‘itself.”
- I can: tell you that there ‘was some’ con51derable resistance .and
ﬂexceptlon to those 1tems and they were not: spec1f1cally mandated
‘by. this Board I understood my - mandate to be, however, address

’ufthose three thlngs ‘and” 1mplled in that. is do what you think is

necessary to protect the Board and protect the Town as always

MR, PETRO ff T don't see anythlng that means that You read
any of Mark's comments here as far as lighting of the project,

- ‘there has not had submittal anythlng addressing ‘this issue.

Proposed bond ‘calculation of ‘this site, nothlng on thls 1ssue.;
“gThe same thlng w1th everythlng that we dld

MR KRIEGER-f Wlth respect you w1ll understand that there are
two dlfferent aspects and, -this is’ why you have  both an. englneer
-and an attorney.. It is my job to ... an agreement and provide .
“'the framework. . It is. Mark's job to look at the particulars or
~look.at the’ llghtlng and say, okay, now that we have an agreement
that says- that he's gomng to abide by and provide suff1c1ent

. lighting, is what he is dorng suff1c1ent With - respect to the
- parking for instance, I could tell you that I put the original

- agreement,. he has to prov1de parklng in accordance w1th the laws

. of the Town of New Windsor and, I left it as a blanket for .
prec1se1y that reason, so. that it could be adjusted as. necessary.;"
Is it retail or is it not; is it's. layout adequate. rather than -
my, as.an attorney, attemptlng to get 1nto the detalls of how you‘
.do a parklng space whlch 1s I do not S ’
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MR. PETRO: Let me ask you this. You're not complete‘w1th
this. Therefore, he doesn't know what he s supposed to be doing,
is that what you re saying?

MR. VAN LEEUWEN:  Yes he does. He knows

MR KRIEGER. ‘He knows accordlng to this agreement he's got to
comply with the laws, that's what the agreement says. Now what
are the laws and regulations specifioally, that's Mark's job and
that's Mike's job to tell him. It's my job to bind it in here so
what they tell hlm that he s got to comply w1th

MR PETRO So in other words, he should be working d01ng
somethlng because in need your finished agreement

Multiple conversatlon .

MR. KRIEGER: - What.I m indicating is, the agreement is really
one of two shoes. He needs‘the,agreement and that is in a form
satisfactory as far as I'm concerned right now. That's number
one. That gives you the general frame work, he needs the :
partlculars when he says okay, I've got to prov1de parking spaces
this is what they have to look like for the particulars. The
agreement binds him to do it for the partlculars, that's shoe
number - two and that he's got to pass by on.

MR. PETRO: - ' The way it seems to me is that he got a
conditional approval, went over there and finished up his little
shop for the holiday season, alright, so he. :

MR. MC CARVILLE: ‘ That‘little shop was never approved..
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: . I went past there this afternoon, it's not
. done. ‘ A ,
MR. PETRO: ‘ They're not working in there?
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: d I didn't see anybody in there, did you Mike?

MR. BABCOCK: I don't know what s been done there. I haven't
been there myself. o : ,

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Did you liftfyour stop'work order.

MR. BABCOCK:  No..



_Alssue guys

d'MR. VAN LEEUWEN " He' put a stop. work order on 1t.-»Itfsja'deadf
,iNothlng has been done. S L :

~ijR SCHIEFER-» Well Cife 1t's a dead issue - and the man is not
f.here, I think we are 901ng to have . to wait till he. gets here.

- Right now:I'm’ hearlng he dld not get approval as a store. It's a
Lcaterlng bu51ness. S
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[tMark Taylor, Esq and Cralg Martl came before the Board "

representlng thlS proposal

a-‘MR TAYLOR L My name is Mark Taylor ‘I m. an atterney R
‘”;wlth the firm of Rlder,,welner, Frankel and .Calhelha " . " 7|
“and ‘with me tonight is Craig. Mart1 an englneer wlth

Frank Valdina’s flrm - We are appearing tonlght on -

:d“behalf of Steven and Michael Sutlan (phonetic), *who aretv“‘”

seeklng a site plan amendment pertaining to the small

| .accessory. bulldlng on:the left hand side: of their
.. Property. Steven and. his father are:local. business

people who'in 1985 attalned ‘a variance for the’ 31teftd

. .operate the restaurant on-an off premises catering .
- 'business. We have provided a copy of that variance to '
tthe attorney, Mr. Krieger. Up until this time, the

accessory building has been basically been used for.

- food preparation and storage. The Sutlan s have. sought
" a building permit to ‘vyemodel the accessory building S0
~'as to permit those. catering customers who are in to -

vpick up their provisions, . platters, baskets that they

prepared to do S0, wlthout 1nterferr1ng with thelr

»restaurant trade

MR, SCHIEFER: Let me Cask vou.a auestion, you have a
- 'storage shed and catering building, vou’re talking .
 about the ‘one 1dent1f1ed as caterlng bulldlng on. the '

map°

'MR. TAYLOR: - That is correct. Mr. sutlan has explained

to ‘me on the interior of the building they’ll be
contlnulng to put together thelr platters and baskets

~They will have a small counter in front so the
‘customers can present themselves and they . can pass
_provisions over, cash register and they’ll have shelve°
along the walls for dlsplay and storage “ .

‘MR VAN LEEUWEN Bulldlng 1s used ‘now for caterlng,
correct°' ‘ . :

MR. TAYLOR: Correct for food preparation essentially C

With the goal in mlnd of segregating the catering

~traffic from the reetaurant traffic, they have propoeed
- to revise the site so as to introduce a scheme -
identifying parking for caterlng customers only and

llght whlbh w1ll 1nsure that the parklng for the
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'ﬂf¥cater1ng bu51ness 1s separate from that - .
‘\aMR VAN LEEUMEN Four parklng places enough for that’ ' f

;73MR; BABCOCK. For the 31ze of that bulldlng, 1t_looks
like“it.ﬁ;f’ . ) . ) . _— '

- MR. EDSALL: . Based on the 1nformatlon that we had 1nrwj"
_the technical work session, it should be but one of. my
. .comments is that the calculatlon I asked for is not on

‘4thefplan so we ‘don’ t know : :

o {;MRg VAN. LEEUNEN: what do you, want to see the rest of
. the- parklng° - A T o o
’MRQLEDSALL "For the. caterlng bulldlng if that is what
L you Want, we have to see the dimension to be used for
“ the pickup, I guess, is the only way you can do it,

~ .there is in the parking requirement for pickup catering
‘there is & .requirement for retall ealec*. It depends

what you want to. apply

‘~NR. VANvLEEUNEN- I don t see a real blg deal here‘ do
~you, other than -- : .

MR. MARTI: If you look at the gross area of the

building, floor space is based on the gross area 600
divided by 150, 1 parklnq space‘per 150 square feet,
even with the gross area fTour parvking spaces would be

_enough .

MR . VAN LEEUWEN: I would say so.

MR. EDSALL' As long as that is not ellmlnatlng any of

the. parking spaces that your clients used for the

‘restuarant I’'d say that is okay. We. should have a

basis hown on the plan because parking requlrements
don’t change. The criteria for 1 per 150 per sales
area rould change a lot at .some p01n* in the future
MR. SCHIEFER: we ll ask the appllcant

MR. PETRO . Don t forget the 150 is not goihé to take = -

in the handlcapped SO you really only have three

opacea

MR. EDSALL: Handlcapped can be 1ncluded that’° Just

one of the spacea. o
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Ex;MR VAN LEEquN I make a: motlon we' take lead agencxl
7'AMR PETRO 1 11 second el |
e ROLL CALL

,,Mr. Petro 'U”“‘“fl[aéye,f”‘f“'

~'Mr. VanLeeuwen . .  Aye

Mr. Dubaldi S Ave
vﬂer"Lander, ST Aye
>;;Mr;j$chiefer‘, - ‘Aye

.“MR PETRO 1 have a questlon for Mark ‘What is ‘the

. nature of the problems that were not on the site in

2?85, what was not- completed or what wasn’t done, you
.have mentloned here , B

e -hi_MR EDSALL “I m Just notlng I have both plans unless
R A ';ryou tell me make a’'review; I will not. However, vou
" should not that the two plans do not coincide, what is
‘shown as as-built here doesn’t necessarily reflect what
v‘iwas approved 1n"85 That s all I say at thls p01nt.,

' f‘MR PETRO- Mlke,.do you have anythlng to add to that°
MR BABCOCK CNo.

MR. VAN LEEUMEN You don’t want to get into what. it
is? SR ‘ o o ,

" MR. EDSALL: - Different curb arrangements llghtlng that
was shown but not installed, internal curb "
arrangements, storage sheds that are in the way of
parklng spaces on the orlglnal plan

' MR LANDER I think you should revlewdit.
©OMR. DUBALDI I think he should too.

“MR SCHIEFER.' If- 1t =3 not bullt as approved we would
like to see 1t rev1ewed You have any comments'>

’MR VAN LEEUMEN If that is the case, I don t see any
- big deal. . o .

oMR,;SCHIEFER;“IfTit5s not“asfplanned3doesn?t'mean‘it’s T

1

r
{
L
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7‘L¢j‘A R ‘,f'"',;;[not acceptable." ‘
- S t;; MR PETRO It s not 901ng to affect what they are

i doing now: so' I dor’t know if we have to do that or: not
‘What they. are asking for now is not gomng to have
‘.anythlng espe01ally over here. .

‘,MR SCHIEFER we are also belng told that we . approved o
_something that isn’t the way. it’s built and now. the

A appllcant wants something else. The only time we get a
’fchance is when they are im for another application. o

~_"MR VAN LEEUWEN: I. note two storage sheds in the back,‘:
" are not: part of - the orlglnal ‘approval : Depends what -
4they are s1tt1ng on. Are they storage: sheds, are‘they
‘moveable,‘are they on permanent foundatlons° C

;‘MR MARTI They are- ba31cally wooden sheds whlch are

~ built on wooden foundation which is basically sitting
~upon blacktop. It’s basically paved beneath the
‘storage sheds, basically just built a floor and put the

- shed up so it’s sitting on there and I don’t see that
-would be a,problemg even moving them ovef‘the paYking{

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: ' One thlng Maxk is going to be
interested in for the square footage of the restaurant
if you have ernough parking here otherwise if we" did
approve it,'it*would be illegal' We can’t do it.

s

MR. LANDER: I’d- llke Mar k to review the plan to see if
it was built out the way the approved plan was. -

sMR. EDSALL: It obv1ou° that it’s not.

MR. SCHIEFER: 1I° d llke Mark, what I*ve suggested they
are in for an amendment show us the ex1st1ng

conditions, let’s see if it complles as an overall site
and then you can approve .the new site plan which will
supercede the old one. And in the new site plan make
sure that the four parking spaces do not take away from
the approved number of. parklng spaces we orlglnally had
for the restaurant

MR, EDSALL : _ Ne have to worry about the storage sheds,A
do. they meet the setback requlxements ‘ :

MR SCHIEFER I think 1t is. unanlmous you should
revlew how this deVlates fyom tho apprOVed plan

N et T T el
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MR TAYLOR' I would request that you -at least glve N ,
eondltlonal approval in case: subJect to further review, -
Soit’s crltlcal for our: cllent to get this 1mprovement'.
" done now as his bu81ness is very seasonal and the .
;fhollday season . is approachlng and if the lmprovements
. aren’t made, he won t be able to take advantage of
’ that o » T .",M,a,ﬂ

U MR SCHIEFER I completely understand but when I m.
Atold ‘that the -applicant has done ‘something that we have
- not approved I suddenly want to .know' what 1t is. How
,indo the rest of you feel about 1t°uﬁco, s I

‘j7MR VAN LEEUNEN 12 ll tell you somethlng. I havefnoh
.. 'problem with that, okay, as long as Mark says- I’ 11
' leave it in Mark’s hands, if he so wishes that the plan
ywlth the exception of two. sheds 001nc1des Wlth the I
orlglnal plan we approved , '
MR. EDSALL: It doesn .o
MR QUBALDI'l hi d llke to see the dlfferences.

MR. EDSALL: - Here s the, plan, you - can look at lt

MR.iPéTRO; How: grlevous are: the dl‘Ffe'rences‘> '

‘MRF EDSALL; .SpaCLng' o

,MR; SCHIEFER: It s more than the sheds

© MR. VAN LEEUWEN: But I sald other than the two. sheds
'MR.'SCHIEFER: ‘Two sheds we can move. -

"MR. VAN LEEUWEN: How many square feet, do we have

enough parklng places on thls plan°
MR. EDSALL: on thls one, yes. but Tor the use —-

MR; PETRO:. Maybe the problems are somethlng that we -

.can discuss now and they can take care of along wlth

the conditional approval

MR. ‘SCHIEFER: Do you have enough lnfoxmatlon to go‘
into that°'
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'fff“":*fﬂf;:ﬂMR EDSALL" nght oW I have o - 1dea what the Board”
o i wants,) Lother cthanif you tell me take care of it. ' I
'1don’t know what you: want.f' » . P

%‘?;MR SCHIEFER I want to know what they have not done;‘

w“MR EDSALL Interlor arrangements of the curbs are,
- different.: There is not site. lighting as is. shown on
“that plan, that s dlfferent "I don’t know if the ‘
,”,efparklng spaces, there’s suffLCLent parklng spaces
7 because they are not telling me on this new plan how
. many seats and they are not deplctlng the parklng
[-arrangement .80 == P

“MR KRIEGER: As. I uhdéfétaﬁd it in the new building,
‘there are no seats ‘at all so the restaurant would be
twhatever the seats. in the restaurant were.u,

MR, PETRO Other thlng also on thls plan, the spdceS‘
.“'that are going to be for the catering bu11d1ng, are.

*‘taklng away from four that are orinally - there plus the"

two from the storage shed so that 'S flve :

o MR. DUBALDI You Sald the llghtlng was - dlffereht”

BN I 1 MR, ’EDSALL There- was ‘several light flxtures shown onh
o e the original’ plan that to my understandlng -—

!

'MR._VAN LEEUWEN: Ne are not ‘going to meef for anothe1
month, . if we’ can help him out. a llttle blt S I dkllke to
.do it. If we. ‘can’ t we can o A : U

MR SCHIEFER 1°d. llke to help him. out but how do you
know it’s not 901ng to happen agaln° .

”Mk PETRO , The curbs you can llve wlth because the
. State JUSt dld them ' o ,

MR KRIEGER I ll suggest a way in Wthh you can.do it
Cif you care to. VIF you lndlcate,what you -want at this
point, what.you want him to do, I can do it in terms of

a developer’s agreement with the attorney’s for the o
,appllcante ~That way, if they violate it, you have not
only .the rev1ew process 'here but you- have the ablllty N
to take h1m 1n 1mmed1ately to court ' :

MR VAN LtEquN ere you wllllng to go. along w1th
that7 - , _ , \

— e w
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,MR' éCHiEFERﬁ‘ Mar k isetelliﬁgvmejhefdeesh?t'khowfwheti

1t lS

"MR TAYLOR‘ 1°d heve'to eonfer~with'myvclient}
1MR ,SCHIEFER: Mark lS not 1eady to tell us.

, MR EDSALL My only concern is do you or do you not E
',want ‘the llghtlng that was orlglnally shown

MR VAN LEEUNEN Absolutely.,.

1MR TAYLOR “The story behlnd the llghtlng is that they
did ‘install the poles ‘and lights required by the. *

original site plan. Those lights unfortunately never

. operated, they sued the contractor who made the
installation and were unsuccessful. in the suit. 1In the
“meantime, the parking lot had the blacktop laid down
-and correctlng the problem would lnvolve digging up the
- macadam.

fMR{vVAN;LEEUNEN{ Let’é;go beck a little bit. We gave
~ .your client a year to put the blacktop in after the
. site plan was approved, after all the thlngs were done

to it. We gave him a vyear extension to put the
blacktop in. Now, if those poles were in there. and
then they put the blacktop ln, that glve to me .

MR;‘TAYLOR- _I m not fully famlllar Wlth the 81tuatlon.“'

‘MR. EDSALL: There 3. NO restrlctlon in runnlng the

lighting conduit along the outside of the paved area.

“MR. PETRO " Make a couple eaw cuts through the

blacktopplng

MR TAYLOR: There s llghtlng that was installed by

Central Hudson as well other than poles which were

indicated on the nmew site plan, the light pole typlcaL
height appears on the four corners of the parking lot .
and within the new DOT curb There are llghte on them;

MR . EDSALL: S Aall flve of these have llght's‘>

MR . MARTI I belleve so. I°’d want to check agaln as>

. part of your review and’ I can dlecuee that Nlth you
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f‘MR EDSALL fI don t have enough'}nformat
- MR. SCHIEFER The only way ‘I’ see 1t and thls is a
little bit wild if everything, if we ‘approve this: new
 thing he’s asking for, providing, everything else is.
~ brought up to- the orlglnal ‘approval and I ‘have. already .
“ been told we can’t do some of ‘that because some, .
gproblems they had themselvesﬁ V L :

Lol § j'?MR VAN LEEUMEN< Ne can do Lt:Wlth the bullder 8"
S t;h‘“'*'ji”‘agreement ‘Wwe“can give an. approval subJect to the

D . . builder’s agreement.and Mark reviewing the plans and
“the plans come. back here and be reviewed and he cannot
. moved: ahead until the builder’ s agreement ls sxgned and
"sealed and take 1t from there s . :

(ZWEMR SCHIEFER He has to. bulld everythlng to the
.+ -original: approval because we have nothlng Tight now ..
‘fwe don T know what dsn’t. R

QMR DUBALDI Nhat do you mean he can t move ahead

~,MR VAN LEEquN IT he signs the bullder s, agreement,
. he’s obllgatlng hlmself to ‘the town to do what we want
 him to do.. If we .go ahead and give him say go ahead
e " and move 'in there, operate your storé; he doesn’t have
| to come back to us-but with the builder’s agreement

o 'that Andy Can draw up . then he s got to come back to us.

Wl

‘~,MR KRIEGER- ﬁctually glves the. town a number of o

, OpthﬂS, ‘either come back here or 'the town could take

" him'in a civil suit, they can ‘take him directly to town
'court for fallure to ablde by the contract

MR . DUBALDI My questlon is is that are we 901ng to
make him do what was on- the original. 31te plan S0
'actually thls 81te plan 13 ‘not —-
MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Not . necessarlly,.weﬁcan approve the'
. new site plan Wlth minor changes to the old one or .
“‘equal to that - we can do that 7
h MR-.. PETRO : He has suleclent llghtlng

MR . SCHIEFER You don t have sufflclent 1nformatlon to'
‘approve Lt L . . .

'MR. VAN LEEUWEN: ‘He’s got a ’pole sitting here and a
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‘Wfpole 81tt1ng here and a’ pole 31tt1ng 10 feet away,v
.gjdoesn t mean he v1olated sxte plan ln my book :

L ﬂMR PETRO Blg thlng Wlll be the parklng, he s‘
E overlapped four spaces rlght here. : .

,5.{MR LANDER How many spaces were requlred and how many:
”ﬁﬂprov1ded on the orlglnal 31te plan° e

ffhé PETRO Thlrty one.f

MR LANDER How many vequlwed thlrty one requxred?”

"yﬁarea Parklng 33 80" he will have a' problem because

.iﬁfhe had a shed on: three of them and he s overlapped
~sfour, that’s only one 1ssue :

JerR SCHIEFER I agree completely, agree w1th the o

" builder’s agreement but Andy’s: telling me what do I put
Loin it ~what does he have to meet and the only thing I
};can say is’ he has to meet 1s the orlglnal SLte plan.

MR KRIEGER Only caveat I cari thlnk of 1n view of the"

fact’ Central Hudeon Put in the llghtlng is if you want

to change the - llghtlng requlrements from the original

plan, I would ask that. you speClTlcallY it ---

‘ifMR: VAN LEEUNEN The blggest thlng is the parklng and
it lsn t that he doesn t have enough land

:1‘MR SCHIEFER Do you know that that 15 the only thlng°
I don t | |
MR._PETRQ: 'Hasjtoiaod)areauforhthe'catering‘buildinglr

'MR.;SCHIEFER:' Itthink‘Mark hashto review it,
“unfortunately. = I think we have to ask Mark to find out
.where they have deviated in-the meantime get: together“

with the adpplicant and see what he can 'come up with

" he wants to meet the orlglnal requirements .or come back,
o to us for approval of the modlfled site plan :

'MR. EDSALL: The maJor ltems I see number .one, is the

- lighting that’s been. put in by Central Hudson and
equivelent to what was shown. Number two, do they
 still have uff101ent parklng and I. belleve that you
“should requlwe that they StVLD it, I don t thlnk that

One space for three seats,,seatlng capa01ty,/r_:f'
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A'fit should be wherever you dec1de to turn the car - off
‘that’s where the parking spaces are and ‘the other’ thlng
is the sheds, they are taking away parklng spaces,‘

They have to be put somewhere but it has to meet.
current zoning.. Other than those three, I don’ t see,.

’fvunless you want --

MR. KRIEGER: Nlth the sheds that Af they don 't meet -

" the current zoning, they have ‘to .be removed or permlts
© "have to be obtained for them. ‘Let the,appliéantrdecide,
o \what they want ‘to do. ' , . ‘ v

MR PETRO Get back to our. other problem ‘ Obv1ously,

‘5m? you have already started worklng on this project.
©MR. TAYLOR5 Yes, our . cllent d1d

'JMR‘ PETRO: And he recelved a stop work order and he

wants to contlnue’>

MR TAYLOR;, Yes, that is‘eo%rect.

MR. PETRO: And make some money over Christmas.

MRl VAN LEEUWEN:  The only way is with a”builder’e
agreement : : o ‘

MR. KRIEGER: He has to comply with the original site
plan in that he has to provide the required number of
parking spaces, wheLher he’s going.to use sheds or
remove them, that’s up to him. He’s 901ng to have to
apply.

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He’ e got land to move them back. ~ He
does have the land. S e :

: MR;'KRIEGER: Then he has to supply, you know what we

need 30. He’s got to supply 33 plus the 4 par king

-spaces, you should determine at this point whether

Central Hudson lighting is suffient. If it is, he
shouldn’t have to comply with puttlng addltlonal»
lighting in.

MR. DUBALDI: .what"aboutvthe timber¢curb'ih the middle
of the parking lot, are we, the timber curbing that was -

" supposed to be put on the exterior and also in the

middle, are we going to. xequlre him to put Lhat in as.

a well?
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'LQMR VAN LEEquN I don?t”thlnk 1t 's necessary.,_mff

”73MR DUBALDI Axe we 901ng o requlre Kim to put the ,
' gdrass area Wlth ‘some landscaping that. was shown on this °
. plan with; == I~ don t 'see .on thlS plan are we goxng to ‘
*'Qdelete that° . ‘ ;

'~: ’ o

‘RMR KRIEGER If the OTlanal plan was - developed before“
.,~;ﬂthe State curbs ‘were there, then those features that ..
Cscarmen s talking about it’s up to.the Board, I suggest
7 that they look at ity those features’ ma'y’ have been a
' good- ‘idea’ then,‘they may . not be a good 1dea today 1n"‘

‘.v1ew of the, what the State has done

MR- PETRO If we get a bu1lder s agreement and. we add. :
ahere to. the three conditions that Mark ‘has mentloned
. -the: parking, llghtlng,,and the ‘sheds, 1ét him go ahead
‘,_get ‘something: 901ng there. "The ‘place overall Carmen’s
-~ comments it’s not an unSLthly place whether it has ‘
- timbers and .it’s easy to 'plow.and maintain, 'let him get
' going in the meantime he can address the 1ssues and get_‘
'~5Hh1m back in a month I : ‘ ‘

— o MR SCHIEFER 1 d llke to get hlm, go ahead, I see no ,
‘ :,fyn,.jproblem that identifies the three things that should go

. - in the bullder 'S agreement parklng, llghtlng and

1 sheds

r
LT
[ | -

uMR, KRIEGER : what do you want to ‘see done“
MR VAN LEEUMEN: Enough par klng

fl»MR 'KRIEGER: Suppose they come up and show that there
is enough parklng, they prov1de 33 .

MR. PETRO=' If they take 1t the calculatlon, the
- building might have changed: o1nce"85 it ‘might be ,
.. less, maybe they need less, who ‘knows or” more., let them

' flgure it out - S - o

‘”VMR KRIEGER,‘ If you say the parklng place is. to comply &
~with-the oodev-~j- L , :

‘MR EDSALL: worst thlng 1f they don t have parklng
‘take some seats out.

'MR; SCHIEFER: Is“that-aoceptable'tovyou@ nge,you, if.
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T Yougo sighta builder 's agreement, you*ll do-these = -
© things in here. If they are not weghaVeﬁthe,right;tO'
take you to court" ‘ e TR

s”[MR TAYLOR oI can agree condltlonally on conflrmlng o
':wlth my cllent C ‘ . L

f‘MR SCHIEFER That way you can get 901ng on. thlS S
f@thlngs as ‘soon ‘as you get the builder’s agreement drawn o
L up with Andy, we’ 1l go- ahead and you can start. I = - ‘
- don’t want to put a’ time: limit but that s a lot better
than waltlng for one more .meeting and.if you’re’ not- on
. that, you re. 901ng to walt untll next year to get

‘fstarted T T PP PR SRR

u”ffMR PETRO If Mark gets hlS flngers deep 1nto thl°
~3th1ng,-1t WLll be: next June

MR BABCOCY ; 1 d llke to let. you know ite s agalnst the,“

. town. law for me to issue a building permit until site
nggplan approval that’ where the compllcatlon comes in.

uﬂlMR KRICGER ‘ Vote F01 an approval subJeot to.

‘”MR VAN LEEquN ' Ne 1l make an approval subJect to the

bullders agreement and he meets those oondltlons

‘;EMR KRIEGER 4 The plan won t be stamped untll the
'bullder S agreement is in place. "For my help in
“drawlng this up, what ‘specifically is, it that you want

done with the sheds, anythlng in othe1 words what I'm

. saying perhaps the sheds don’t have to be. addressed
. separately, the parklng wlll take care. of lt

“MR. PETRO Parking and 1t s requlred setbacks on the

sheds, you have - both thlngs to conSLder ‘when you xe

&looklng at the sheds

MR . EDSALL : It meets lt now but le°t of all hehhas

_to start with the parklng He has to. dellneate it so
" the spaces are correct, alsle widths are correct and. he
. can get’ the number of spaces or, reduce the number of:

seats. Next if he needs the" space for 'the parking

*,spaoes, ‘sheds got to go someplace else ov - they have to
g6 off the s1te : g

MR KRIEGER At thdt pOlnt it’s self ~éxecuting ‘if-. he o
needs the space for the parklng he needs 1t, he has to -~

w
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I%il secondf1t‘ﬂ¢v,d

uv,,Petro - aye
'E:VanLeeuwen L7 Aye
v . Dubaldi’ .. - -Aye’
<. Lander - -~ Aye:

U Mrlschiefer . ave

+

MR 'ﬁéTﬁd I d llke Lo make a. motlon that we have to
send- this. to the .Orange County Plannlng Department

‘conditonal to local determination upon receiving an

| answer . whlch is doing to take. 30 days,zlt within 500
. fTeet, its rlght on the road and it haa to go to Orange'
o County Plannlngie, : :

iMR VAN'LEEUMENfr Thls is a lengthy p1ocess., I*ﬁake a .-
"motlon to waive the publlc hearlng U '
'73f'mR PETRO 1° n second it.
;ROLL caLL: N V
- MrfeDubald;-~]:f?ffféye}!
~Mr. Lander. - . Ave

"Mr. Petro ' . ¢ Aye °
-:hMrLZVanLeeuwen . Aye -

Mr.-Schlefe1 ;1‘;”ivAye;m”f

* WR. PETRO: I made a motion to Orange County Planning.
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‘,c:VénLeeuwe - .

-.Dubaldi . ' " "jAyeyay
My landey . .- L. Aye
';TSchlefer o L Aye

"ﬁrMR PETRO I d llke to make a:. motlon to we appxth thc.

'?“tBrewster House elte Plan-Amendment upon the follow1n9\;"

1§#condltlons are met, builder’s agreement which
‘_;éencompaeeee the: parklng, the shede on. the property’ and
f’the lighting and ‘upon. receiving. approval from Orange

-~xCounty Plannlng Department and all feee and bonde 1n
' lace ' . e Ry P

E -MR; W%N LEEUNEN I ll Second 1t
n”NR.'SCHIEFER; Any dlscuse:u:m’>
CUUMR. 'KRIEGER" 1 have a. questlon Nlth respect to the, °
with.all do vespect, what do you want to.do with . S
. respect to: the lighting, do you want them ‘to put in, the
V,OTlanal llghtlng or w= . .. L '

MR SCHIEFER I want- Mark to determlne whether thdt

‘ngood enough Mark says 1t s acceptable lt 1s

EiMR EDSALL 1’ ll compare the two we don t know 1f
{there is) one flxture or flve SO untll we flnd out

| MR SCHIEFER:» Leave thdt upito the englneer.

;fROLL CALL:

'ﬁn-'PsﬁTOa/ff
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;;7Mf,aVanLeeuwen J“V,AyéV;“_%{~,~au o
o Mro.-Dubaldi- - Aye o o

. Mr. Lander’ . . . - Aye
MY, Schiefer = = Aye -

MR LANDER 1 just hope they do what they say they re:
‘jj$901ng to do thlS tlme around so we don t have to comev,
vback : , ‘ . A

il
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ORANGE CODNTY DEPARTMERT OF PLANNING & DEVELOFMENT
‘ 239 L, M or KN Report

v This proposed action is being reviewed as amn aid in coordinating such action betwee:
a:'ld‘ among govermmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter—community and Countywide con-
siderations to the attention of the mumicipal agency having jurisdiction.
| WT 37 9L M

‘Re_frérrz'ed by ___ Tow of New Windsor : o D P & D Reference Ho.
County I.D. No. 4 /3 /1

Applicant Sotland, Michael/Steven B. - Brewster House

Proposad Action: Site Plan - To use accessory bldg. for off-premises catering

State, County, Inter-Municipal Basis for 239 Review Within 500' of NYS Rte. 300

Comments: - There are no significant Inter-Commmity or Countywide concerns to bring
. gn

to your attention.

Related Reviews and Permits
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11/25/91 o éé % )/ é

Date oo T , S Commissioner




Pl

-3, Applicant* Name

vy - 04//vcr¢e/ fo 0:C mfw/ fy f%a/m/a /”’6/ @’ g

Municipality ;EMEJE;MQLHBQ&Q&___ Public Hearing Date

.Citv. Town or Village Board [EPlanning Board .Zoning Board

2 Owner Name So‘Hcm/\ M\o\’\ae\ P g Si'e\;er\ B

Address RR#\:?, Bos( z*mq \Aa\\\(\\\ N \/

Address

* If Applicant lS owner, leave blank

‘ 4. Locatlon of Si'be' \Cmo\e, Wil P\A LR‘\» Boox SDD‘ ._x)u% o-(' Unyon. \}Ae, vf:l- 200 Tak.

(street or - highwav, plus nearest intersection)

Tax Map Identification. Section :  & Block ;3 Lot It

Present .Zoning District ?1_ S Size of Farcel w°l4(a

5. Type of Review: =

Special Pernit:

Variancé:rf‘ Use
| | Area

Zone‘dhange: - ‘ii Fnom“r’ | I 7o

Zoning Amendmenf;",To Seotion" , o - .

vSubdinisionf . f’Number of Lots/Units R «’v’>i .
N Use 'To use acm«ouj \1\e\ch foc OGQ._?&AE&S »‘ cd'\eﬁ}nj
ﬂ-ﬁ¢ -9/ . : Ajﬁ‘/ﬁg

Date Slgnaturefand Title R




91-"”92“7"

ome-

”T_PLARNING;BOARD ENGINEER FIRE INSPECTOR smuruw nmp
D.P.W. warzn, SEhER HIGHWAY szxzv | |

'Vf4ﬁd ?idﬁ$”I¢E]Eﬁéﬁéitéjihproval

Al

as submlLted by

for Lhe bulldlng or subd1v1$lon oL;
v&e» ) | 4

‘bas-beén:
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: 45 Qiassaick Ave. (Route 9W) ‘
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s ”wi!”PROJEcT NAME

: MARK J. EDSALL, P E

PROJECT LOCA’I'ION.’

:PROJECT NUMBER.;‘&

 DATE: -

TOWN OF NEW WINDSORVA
_ "PLANNING BOARD -
' REVIEW COMMENTS

IV,BREWSTER HOUSE SITE ‘PLAN' AMENDMENT
*(CATERING, BUILDING REVISIONS)
' NYS: ROUTE 300 (FREEDOM ROAD) -
' SECTION 4-BLOCK.3-LOT 1
91-27. .
' 13 'NOVEMBER, 1991

'J“DESCRIPTION.;v _THE APPLICANTS "HAVE. SUBMITTED A PLAN FOR AN .
’ ' 'AMENDMENT ' TO ‘THE 'PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SITE PLAN,
. PROVIDING FOR "PICK-UP". SERVICE FOR THE CATERING
f;”BUILDING TO THE SOUTH OF THE PROPERTY., THE PLAN
‘WAS REVIEWED ON’ A CONCEPT BASIS.H o
r'l.ig'Thls s1te prev10usly recelved Use Varlances durlng

.One:- of the variances apparently was for the use
. of the ex1st1ng bulldlng to the south. for "food preparatlon for
.f'off premlses caterlng" Thls appllcatlon proposes to make
-.available plck—up service- for the caterlng operation. As a first
step, the Board. should determine if this is. acceptable under ‘the
previously’ granted variance, or if further use variances must be
'obtained. It is my understandlng that the Applicant ‘has already
reviewed this issue with the Plannlng Board Attorney. you may
”w15h to dlscuss same: at this tlme.’ ' : o ,

';September 1985.

2. The follow1ng 1tems whlch were dlscussed at the 6 November 1991
C Technical Work Se551on, should be addressed on subsequent plans'

’fa;f“pProv1de parklng calculatlon on plan 1nd1cat1ng "retall area"'
~ -~ of -catering bulldlng.,, S

b. Handlcapped space should comply w1th ANSI and State ,
"~ Standards. This. should lnclude the 1nstallatlon of a. proper

bhandlcapped parklng 51gn.




" “approved 1
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' TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
" PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS

e

b,‘BREWSTER HOUSE SITE PLAN AMENDMENT

"q(CATERING BUILDING -REVISIONS) =~ -
~'NYS ROUTE 300 (FREEDOM.ROAD).
SECTION- 4-BLOCK 3-LOT. 1

91=27 , A

13 NOVEMBER 1991f&h~ o

'“fThe;Board should note that thls slte plan submltted has been L
'Qrev1ewed for only the proposed amendment relative to the caterlng

A, rev1ew of the. prev1ously approved site plan (stamped-

‘Q]The Plannlng Board may w1sh to assume the posxtlon of Lead Agency S
“'under the SEQRA process , '

-fSubmlttal of thlS plan/appllcatlon to the Orange County Plannlng

'fj;Department will be requlred.

The Plannlng Board should determlne, for the record 1f a Public';

ﬂjnHearlng will be necessary for this Site Plan- Amendment per its
’ dlscretlonary judgement under Paragraph 48 19. c of the Town
- ZonLng Local Law., : o o 4

"At such time. that ‘the Plannlng Board has made further review of
this appllcatlon, further engineering reviews: and comments w111

.f‘be made, as deemed necessary by the Board.-

“Plan

Mérf;?’ Edsall&_P E.

g Board Englneer»

. MJEmK.

A:BREWBT.mk

11-27-85) 1ndlcates that- some ‘differences: exist. between o

. “the’ "ag=-built" ‘conditions on ‘the new: sxte plan versus the: . A

, “proposed“ 1mprovements on’ ‘the former site plan. ‘Unless dlrected Co
by the Board I w111 not further rev1ew thls 1ssue. , ‘



INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE -

'wETD?ElTowﬁ‘Planning Board -

“TTEFRDM" Town Flre Inspector

© DATE: ‘1E'quemberj1991,”’

» EUE&ECT@f BtewétEr'Houee Site Plan

o PLANNING BDARD REFERENCE NUMBER.R PB-91-27
S ' DATED' ' 7«Novémbek 1991

FIRE PREVENTIDN REFERENCE NUMBER'

A rev1ew of. the abnve referenced subaect 51te plan was conducted

P'c;ﬁon 18 November 1991.5

.‘ec:

HE.

ThlS s1te plan is acceptable.- R

FPS 91 083

PLQNSVbATEDEfb'Ndvémber‘iiég‘Revisidpgil jfd

. RFR:mr
Att.

‘Robert F. Rodgers,
: Flre Inspector
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555
‘~New

R Plann:.ng Board o
" Town" -of - New - W:Lndsor

Union Avenue
windsor "NY 12550

Date Rece.lved

_'MeetJ.ng Date "

 ‘Public; Hearlng R
Action Date L

:Fees Pald

APPLICATION FOR SITE ‘PLAN, SUBDIVISION PLAN
" OR .LOT LINE CHANGE APPROVAL o

 Name of PrOJect  BREWSTER HOUSE 1762’

Michael and -

Name . .of Appllcant Steven Sotland. % 4--»Phone | 566-1104 _

'Address ‘RR #2 Box 270A Wallklll New York 12589

(Street No. & Name) . (Post Office) (State) (Zilo)
‘Michael P. and o E

Owner of Record Steven B. Sotland ' Phone 566-1104"

- Address__RR #2- Box. 2704, . Wallklll New York . L 12589

8.
10.
11.

- (Street No. & Name) (Post. Offlce) (State) (Zip)
; Valdina Consulting o
Person Prepar:mg Plan Engineers ° Phone 565~-4447

Address . 4 Pleasant View Avenue, Newburgh, New York 12550‘

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
(Mark C. Taylor, Esq.) . : '
Attorney Rider, Weiner, Frankel & Calhelha, Phone 562-9100

P.C.
Address_ 427 Little Br1ta1n Road, Newburgh, New York 12550

(Street No. & Name) (Post Office) (State) (le)

Person to be notlfled to represent appllcant at Planning
Board Meet:Lng Mark C. Taylor,)Esq. Phone . 562-9100

(Name)

Location: On the  West side of Temple Hill Road (Route 300)

‘ (street)
500 feet South

(Direction)-
of Union Avenue and Temple Hill Road intersection

(Street)

Acreage of Parcel '~ ..946 __9. Zoning District - PL

k

Tax Map Des:.gnat:Lon. Section 4“ ' Block 3 Lot___ 11

K S |
- P

This appllcatn.on is for. Site Plan Amendment Aot

S ER L




12,

Has the ZOnlng Board of Appeals granted any varlance or a
Special’ Permlt concernlng this ‘property?_ _yes

,fﬂIf'so,,llstACasewNo.'and-Name . #85-30

“%4Llst all contlguous holdlngs in the-same ownership ' NONE
Sectlon ‘ : - - Block_. _ - - Lot(s)

,Attached hereto is an aff1dav1t of ownershlp 1nd1cat1ng the dates

;the respective holdlngs of land were acquired, together with the

‘liber and page of each conveyance into ‘the present owner as

-~ recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit
"shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract

- .owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was

'f‘executed : ,

IN THE EVEN‘I' OF CORPORATE OWNERSHIP' A llSt of all
directors, officers and stockholders of ‘each corporatlon owning
more that flve percent (5%) of any class of stock must be
’attached :

OWNER ! S ENDORSEMENT '
(Completlon ‘required ONLY if applicable)

COUNTY OF ORANGE
;o SS.:
STATE OF NEW YORK

being‘duiy sworn, deposes and says

that he resides at .
in the County of_ ' and State of
‘ andvthat he is (the owner in fee) of.

(Official Title)
of the Corporatlon which is the Owner in fee of the premises
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized
to make the foregoing
application for Special Use Approval as described herein.

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE.

Sworn before me thlS

(Owner's Signature)

.1§s§L/ 2??22~<E§ <§E§f7e______—f’

(Applicant's Signature).
EBéé; STEVEN B. SOTLAND -

-) Notary /Public : ' (Title)
ICK ~ L o
LINDA % atengew York : S .

Pubhc, Somng ' County
482

8
Commxss;on Expsres June 30, 19

hﬁed in
Qua No.



MW 71%@
PROXY STATEMENT
for submlttal to the “'
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
STEVEN B.’ SOTLAND ' , ' deposes and says that he

res:.des at 'RR #2 Box" 270A, Wallklll; Nﬁm York 12589 S
, (Owner S Address) ' S

ln the County of rOrange

f‘and State of . Najioﬂt

, and;that he,;s the,eWne; ihwfee'of‘°BreﬁsterIkmse»17Sg'

‘A'whlch 1s the premlses descrlbed 1n the foreg01ng appllcatlon and

o e et

-DateE ‘4Novembet 6£51991

'that he has authorlzed RIDER, WEINER, FRANKEL & CALHELHA, P C

’ .

to make the foreg01ng appllcatlon as descrlbed thereln.

‘s Slgnat
E B . S0T

(Witness' 81gnature

THIS FORM 'CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON COR REPRESENTATIVE OF
THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT
AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.
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“TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD '(- v - T 188
"SITE PLAN CHECKLIST . -

ITEM

~1l._/Site Plan Title Co 29 V/Curbzng Locations
. 2._ Bpplicant's Name(s) . - 30 gZ[Curblng Through‘
3 V’Appllcant's Address(es) : Section
. _Zfslte Plan Preparer's" Name 31, Catch Basin Locations
:"5 _L~Site Plan Preparer s Address 324¢a_Catch Basin. Through
- 6. 44/Draw1ng Date s - Section
- 7. V/Rev181on Dates .33, gﬁ[Storm Drainage
, o 34 4/ Refuse Storage .
8. V/AREA MAP INSET . 35,y Other Outdoor Storage
. 9. v/Slte Designation ‘ . 36. Water 'Supply
‘10. V’Propertles Wlthln 500 Feet .37 4LSan1tary Dlsposal Sys
: of Site - ‘
£ 11, V/Property Owners (Item #10) - 38 gﬁaFlre Hydrants
S 12, V/PLOT PLAN ) . 39. v Building Locations
S 13. v/Scale (1" = 50" orvlesser)‘. " 40 AﬁfBulldlng ‘Setbacks
14, _~Metes and Bounds = _v~Front Building
15.4 Zonlng De51gnatlon o 'a, “Elevations
16. V/North Arrow . ‘ \ ‘42 4@?D1v151ons of Occupancy
17. .~ Abutting Property Owners . = - 3 _~Sign Details
. 18._7Existing Building Locations . 4.¢/f'BULK TABLE INSET
. 19.7./ Existing Paved Areas - . .:45 4@Lproperty Area (Nearest
. 20. " Existing Vegetation '~ 100 sqg. ft.) . -
.2L. “Existing Access & Egress .. = 46 g@-Bu11d1ng Coverage (sq.
== S e HIEE R |
' PROPOSED' IMPROVEMENTS =~ - .. 47 @%LBUlldlng Coverage (%
' 22.44 Landscaping .. = Lo of Total Area)
. 23. ~ Pxterior Lighting - 48 [/élPavement Coverage (Sq.
24/ Screening | : Ft.)
25._ 1~ BAccess & Egress L 49 Q&f?avement Coverage (%
. 26. V/Parklng Areas. o , of Total Area)
27 Jd Loading Areas : .SOM Open.Space (Sq. Ft.)
ﬁd&PaVLng Details : 51.4ﬁ?0pen Space (% of Total
(Items 25-27) . - ~ ' Area)
T - 52 V/No. of Parklng Spaces
Proposed.
53, X No. of Parklng
‘ Requlred

This list is provided as a éulae only and is for the converience
‘'of the Applicant. The Town of New: Windsor Plannlng Board may
require addltlonal notes or revisions prlor to grantlng approval.

PREP AR"R 'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT : '

The .Site Plan has been prepared in accordanc

and the Town of New Wlndsor Ordlnanons,‘to
o knowledge. :

Wiﬁh thiS’checklist
he best,of my

A*qﬂ&wﬁﬁéjfdkdérsef .
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14-18-4 (2/87)—Text 12 : , : "
" PROJECT 1.D. NUMBER ‘ ©817.21 ‘ SEQR

Appendix C
“State Environmental Quality Review

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only = vy
PART |—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Appllcam or Project sponsor) '
1. APPLICANT /SPONSOR . 2. PROJECT NAME
STEVEN B., AND MICHAEL P. SOTLAND BREWSTER HOUSE 1762
3. PROJECT LOCATION:
’ Municipatity New Windsor ) County Orange

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Slrae( address and road lnlarsectlons. prominent !andmarks. etc., or provide map)

Teniple Hill Road, New Windsor, New York on the West side of Temple Hill Road
(Route 300) 500 feet South of Union Avenue and Temple Hill Road intersection.

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION:
D New D Expansion E Modiflcation/alteration
8. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:

Amendment to site plan to des:Lgnate parking, signage and lighting for off-premises
caterlng customers u51ng remodel’. accessory building.

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:

Initially acres Ultimately acres
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXlSTlNG LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?
EQYes . D No If No, describe brially

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?

D Residential glndustrlal Commercial D Agriculture ; D Park/Forest/Open space D Other
Describe: .

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL. OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCALY? .

D Yes Dﬂ No It yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvals

" 11.  DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
DYes - No i yes, list agency name and permit/approval :

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING  PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
& ves Ono (site plan)

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

somtcsnisponsor_ssy STEVEN B. SOTLAND : bate: 1176 /91

Slgnature: %

!
2
~

I the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a statle agency,‘ complete the
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment

OVER -
1
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PART II—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESS&QNT (To be completed by Agency)

A ,DOES'ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRESHOLD IN 6 NYCRR, PAAT 617,127 - It yes, coord!nno the mlcw proceuand use’ tm |=uu. EAF.
Oves:  Owo . B - '
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVlDED FOR UNLISTED 'ACTIONS IN 8 NYCRR PART 817.87 = |f No. a negative doclnntlon
may be superseded by molher Involved’ noency . .

Oves : - DOno : < ‘ - ‘ ' “
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritteny ! legible)
C‘l Existing air quallty. surface of groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing lramc paltems. aolld wasie producuon or disposal,

polenllal for eroslon. dfalnage or llooding problems? Explain briefly:

ca Aesmetlc; e'quceltural. archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural rasources; or community or neldhborhcod character? Explain briefly:

3

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangered specles? Explain briefly:

‘C4. A communny'e axisting plans cr,goala‘aa ofticially adopted, crfa change In use or Intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain brlefly
C5. Growth, subseqeanl ceveledment‘ or related actlivities likely to be Induced by the proposed actldn? Explaln briefly.

© 8. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not Identlfled In C1-C5? Explain briafly.

C7. Other Impacts (including.changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explalﬁ briefly.

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO.POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
O ves Ono it Yes, explaln briefly ’

PART lll-—DErERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it Is substantial, large, lmportant or otherwise significant.
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) semng (l.e. urban or rural); (b) probabllity of occurring; (c) duration; (d)
‘irreversibility; (e) geographjc scope; and (f} magnltude I necessary, add:attachments or reference supporting materiais. Ensure that
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse impacts have been identifled and adequately addressed.

[0 check this box if you have Identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse lmpacts which MAY
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF andlor prepare a positive declaration.

D Check this box If you have determined, based on the Information and analysis. above and any supportlng
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse. environmentai lmpacts
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons suppomng this determination: .

Name of Lead Agency

Print or Type Name of Responsible Of!icer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer

v

Signature of Responsible Offices n Lgae Aget;cy ) - ~ Signature of Preparer (Ifﬂmelem from responsible officer) -

Date . -
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'RIDER, WEINER, FRANKEL & CALHELHA,P.C. - ‘
ATTORNEYS & COUNSELLORS AT LAW ‘

- M.J.RIDER (1906-1968) . ' ’ s ' o ) 427 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAD
ELLIOTT M. WEINER (IQIS-IQQO) : ‘ ' ) POST OFFICE BOX 2280 .

- . _ .- : NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550

c . ) TEL. (914) 562-95100
. DAVID L. RIDER . _— e
CHARLES E.FRANKEL . ‘ B . o © FAX 914-562-9126
MOACYR R. CALHELHA o : ) o o . ‘ . . :
MICHAEL'J, MATSLER ) . o : o . CRAIG F. SIMON
DONNA M. BADURA )

‘ . MARIA F, MELCHIORI®
MARK C.TAYLOR . o ‘ ‘ OF COUNSEL - .
RODERICK E. DE RAMON

AMELIA T. DAMIANI**

KATHERINE M. LANGANKE

-ALSOAoM INFL o - ‘ . R . co . RICHARD A, CHASE
++ALSO ADM. IN NJ & PA : S R . November 7, 1991 LEGAL ASSISTANTS

Planning Board.
- Town of New Windsor
- 555 Union Avenue
New Wlndsor, New York 12553’

‘Attn. Myra

lRe: Brewster House 1762
Our Flle No. '1170. 1,‘

Dear Myra.

Pursuant to your telephone discussion with our office,

‘enclosed please find the follow1ng documents in regard to the above
referenced matter,

1) Appllcatlon for Slte Plan Amendment s1gned by our cllent,

2) Short Envlronmental Assessment Form signed by our
' client; ,

3) Site Plan Catering‘Building Revisions prepared by
Valdina COnSulting Engineers (14 copies).

Also enclosed are our cllents checks numbered 110 -and 111 in

the total sum of $900 00 representlng the appropriate fees required
to submit these documents.

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperatlon in thls matter.
Very truly yours,

: RIDER, WEINER,~ -FRANKEL &'CALHELHA, P.C.

MCT/bb - e  By: /7244/ ) %M
Enclosures . . N MARK c. ‘TAYLOR
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ey
NOTES: PROPOSED PARKING: u
e 1'-1. - .'
" »” . 3
1. SITE PLAN/SURVEY DATA IS FROM "SITE PLAN” BY W.S. JESSUP CATERING BUILDING: ‘ r & 3
DATED JULY 1, 1985 LAST REVISED NOVEMBER 16, 1985 AS—BUILT . :
REVISIONS BASED ON VALDINA CONSULTING ENGINEERS FIELD INSPECTION GROSS AREA / 200 SF = REQ. SPACES e el cotma
COMPLETED NOVEMBER 4, 1991. 820 SF / 200 SF = 98 SPACES e A w/ o
= 3 SPACES - 0.4 o
14
2. EXISTING PARKING AREAS ARE TO BE RESTRIPED ACCORDING TO THIS Lose AN L @
REVISED SITE PLAN. . by . it
NO. PROPOSED = 3 PLUS 1 HANDICAPPED ” na & “~ .
3. NO CUSTOMER SEATING IS PROPOSED FOR CATERING BUILDING. ‘ @ 4 - :
* -
4. CATERING USE OF ACCESSORY BUILDING IS PERMITTED UNDER TOWN OF EXISTING RESTAURANT: 4 Y b 1 . *ﬁ"‘
I NEW WINDSOR USE VARIANCE #85—30 DATED SEPTEMBER 9, 1985. - o \AS = i
410 TOTAL # SEATS / 3 = REQ. SPACES
, 5. HANDICAPPED PARKING SPACES ARE TO BE MARKED ACCORDING TO TOWN 78 SEATS / 3 = 26 SPACES . g -
OF NEW WINDSOR SPECIFICATIONS INCLUDING THE HANDICAPPED SYMBOL, - &
o I O v SIGN DESIGNATION AND REQUIRED STRIPING. MO BREBESES & 76 THELLIBING o HANDICASHED X 12e
= \—EXISTING — B AN
L_a.__- e s N L R e 25'_0".__,_,___,,. &
y T
LOCATION MAP
SCALE: 1"=400'
\‘
\\
10'x10" CONCRETE PAD
N/F CHG&E ———— THICKNESS — 8"
GANIN AR% E@MP REINFORCED — WELDED WIRE FABRIC
) ' " j TIRE W2.1 x W2.1
-- i it 5 o v = 4 N 16'-02'-40" W _300.0 5 i RELOCATED / (6x6 # 8/8)
/b = = o /‘ =N
’—————'W /
| \\ \
L e Dl ) i
e @ r —
: BRI e T [ e £~ J \ | DUMPSTER
| e OODEN FENC 2 , & —
— [ ® —~<_pppROX. LOCATION OF W = | 7 | g AREA
| o %&smc EDGE os\ PAVEM%DLT_ | L— \Z
- e 6' STOCKADE FENCE y\
o | _E \(WITH LATCHING GATEY\-
Y T T/ T T/ : mlinal Q g o
CATERING BUILDING DETAIL '; - 6
NO SCALE \ ; \\ el P ‘&, !
! | LAWN AREA| e g RELOCATE } X N/F
| ' \ | STORAGE e et ; SN
N /F | | SHEDS : sy S & b
MURROY | | i \ N e / / / / 2
COR?J 4 | / \7/ /j // ,‘/ / // %
© o b ” / / / /
d ’ = / / / / / /
N | = . / / / / / \ LIGHT \
] 1 s5e | / //’ / / l" \ 3 Yo B
= | S | , ) / / k CHG&E P
: | 1 | / : ©. AREA LAMP | i
o ; ] ; \ ____WATTAGE OF\LAMP )
| | ‘ \ /(\\« TO BE INCREASED _/‘
| | EXISTING il \ &\ SUBJECT TO QHG&E -
e | NMSOAL RESTAURANT \ \ \ \ & \ ApPPROVA \ -—
L e | ~—— LANDSCAPE PAVED PARKING AREA : \ ‘, , gl A
meBl e (TYP) = - AREA FLOOD , ‘\ | \ \
o || CATERING gl k1 B LAMP (TYP) \ \~ ‘ \
s s ) BUILDING ¢ | i. Y \ -7 \ N
‘ | ‘
— % % d C—— ) e
l, { HPS LIGHT FIXTUS PT) ’“L\'\*‘\_bﬁ_l_’ L ] i B ¢ ¢ ¢ j i —
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1. SITE PLAN/SURVEY DATA IS FROM "SITE PLAN" BY W.S. JESSUP - :
DATED JULY 1, 1985 LAST REVISED NOVEMBER 16, 1985 AS—BUILT coa ik Ll
REVISIONS BASED ON VALDINA CONSULTING ENGINEERS FIELD INSPECTION GROSS AREA 200 SF = RE
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2. EXISTING PARKING AREAS ARE TO BE RESTRIPED ACCORDING TO THIS

REVISED SITE PLAN.
NO. PROPOSED = 3 PLUS 1 HANDICAPPED

- 3. NO CUSTOMER SEATING IS PROPOSED FOR CATERING BUILDING.
4, CATERING USE OF ACCESSORY BUILDING IS PERMITTED UNDER TOWN OF EXISTING RESTAURANT:
NEW WINDSOR USE VARIANCE #85-30 DATED SEPTEMBER 9, 1985.
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